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Che Pride Of Egypt 


WENTY-FIVE YEARS ago very few indeed 
were those who would believe that Egypt 
would ultimately play a prominent part 

in world affairs as she is doing today. Even when 
attention was called to Scriptural statements as evi- 
dence that this was to become a reality during the 
closing years of an age coming to judgment, men 
and women viewed such information with extreme 
scepticism. The tremendous changes which have 
now taken place in the land of the Pharaohs, how- 
ever, substantiate with forceful corroboration the 
accuracy of the words of the prophets of the Lord 
and they vouch for the coming fulfillment of the 
remainder of their prophecies. 

During the last decade Egypt had played a 
major role in causing Soviet Russia to secure a 
substantial foothold in the Middle East. Anticipat- 
ing Egyptian duplicity in dealing with Great 
Britain in this time of crisis, and relying upon the 
words of the prophets for confirmation of this, we 
wrote in Destiny for September 1937: “Egypt will 
deal treacherously with Israel-Britain when the day 
comes for Israel to rely on Egypt. Ezekiel describes 
Egypt as a reed-like crutch to the House of Israel, 
then declares, ‘When they leaned upon your 
handle you split and gashed all their shoulder, — 
and when they leaned upon you, you broke, and 
shook all their waist!’ (Ez. 29: 6-7, Ferrar Fenton 
Trans.)” 

At the same time that Egypt was endeavoring to 
force Great Britain out of Egypt, and compelling 
her to relinquish control of the Suez Canal, the 
Egyptian leaders were negotiating with Soviet Rus- 
sia, making it a simple matter for that nation to 
step in. Thus they are responsible for preparing 
the way for the Soviets to later move into the 
vacuum that was to be created by the British with- 
drawal. 

‘Today Nasser, the ruler of Egypt, is glorying in 
the power and prestige he has gained in the 
Middle East as the result of Soviet support. He is 
even now reaching out to dominate more and 
more territory, totally unaware of the ancient ver- 
dict pronounced by the Lord God against his land. 
The ambitions of Nasser envision complete domi- 
nation of the Middle East under the protection of 
Communist might and power. However, Nasser is 


trusting in a vain hope, for the Lord has decreed 
that those supporting him will fall due to their 
inability to honor their commitments. Ezekiel de- 
clares that those who support Egypt will cease to 
be of help to her because they will be entrapped 
in the same affliction that will come upon Egypt: 
“Thus saith the Lord; They also that uphold 
Egypt shall fall” (Ez. 30:6). In his rendering of 
this verse Ferrar Fenton clearly indicates that it 
will be as the result of armed conflict that both 
Egypt and those who support her will be defeated. 
This will bring to an end the grandiose dreams of 
Kgyptian greatness: “And the pride of her 
| Egypt’s] power shall come down” (Ez. 30: 6). 


The outcome of all this is stated by the Lord 
through Ezekiel: “They shall know that I am the 
Lord, when I have set a fire in Egypt, and when 
all her helpers [including Soviet Russia] shall be 
destroyed” (Ez. 30: 8). Is this “fire” by means of 
the use of nuclear weapons? It is very likely so for, 
as pointed out in the above-mentioned issue of 
Destiny, the river Nile is to be turned far away 
into the desert. Atomic bombs could and would 
accomplish this task quickly. As stated twenty-one 
years ago: “The prophecies are clear! Isaiah de- 
clares, “The waters shall fail from the sea, and the 
river shall be wasted and dried up’ (Isa. 19: 5). 
It is indicated that this will be the work of an 
enemy who interferes with the uninterrupted flow 
of the Nile. The prophet says, “They shall turn 
the river far away,’ and then continues with the 
description of the drying up of all vegetation along 
the river and brooks, while fishermen mourn be- 
cause their trade is gone. Egypt is dead, for with- 
out the Nile she becomes barren and desolate.” 


But is there no hope for that ancient land and 
its people? There is indeed hope. “And the Lord 
shall smite Egypt: he shall smite and heal it: and 
they shall return even to the Lord, and he shall 
be intreated of them, and shall heal them” (Isa. 
19: 22). Then will the river of Egypt be restored 
again and it will be said of the country that once 
sheltered the appointed people for a time and 
later provided a temporary place of refuge for the 
Son of God, “Blessed be Egypt my people, and 
Assyria the work of my hands, and Israel mine in- 
heritance.” 
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Cycles and Their Operation 





WHEN MEN and nations conform with the requirements 
of the Law of the Lord, then cycles of prosperity and 
depression, peace and war, which act to counterbalance 
broken law, will cease to operate. While men are some- 
what aware of the operation of such cycles, very few 
understand that their very existence is the result of 
man’s departure from the observance of the Divine 
laws of righteousness. When the Law of the Lord, in 
which its own rhythmic interaction is inherent, is vio- 
lated, certain other cycles begin to operate to counter- 
weigh that violation. 

Since the fall of man, the cycle of life and death, 
cycles of the rise and fall of civilizations, with periods 
of prosperity and depression, and of war and peace, 
have been the order of the day. But when righteousness 
is restored throughout all the earth, these cycles will 
cease, for we shall no longer suffer under the curse of 
the law which has resulted in the periodical destruc- 
tion of well-being and peace for the human race. 

In the Magazine Cycles for February 1958, the Off- 
cial Bulletin of the Foundation for the Study of Cycles, 
the Index of International Battles, as developed by 
Professor Raymond H. Wheeler of the University of 
Kansas, points to a very dangerous time in the immedi- 
ate future. This Index of International War is based 
upon the number and intensity of all recorded inter- 
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national battles from 599 B.c. to the present time. Pro- 
fessor Wheeler found that conflict recurs with definite 
rhythms, with the result that cycles in war are well 
established. Commenting upon the importance of this, 
the statement is made in the above-mentioned issue of 
Cycles: 


“The first thing that is clear from Professor Wheeler’s 
index is that international conflict is the rule, not the excep- 
tion. Nothing has come into the picture to change this situa- 
tion. (United Nations? Don’t be silly!) This being so, we can 
expect international battles to continue indefinitely. To be- 
lieve otherwise is merely wishful thinking.” 


This statement is true so long as man walks contrary 
to the Law of the Lord; not until righteousness is estab- 
lished in the earth will the cycles of international bat- 
tles cease to operate. 

Four important rhythmic cycles are shown as oper- 
ating, one of which is the cycle of 22 years traced back 
to the beginning of figures in 599 B.c., or for approxi- 
mately 7 times the Biblical cycle of 2520 years. The 
interesting statement is made in The Director’s Letter 
in the above issue of Cycles in regard to this rhythm: 


“It will cease only when all nations subordinate themselves 
to some super-government, or when some one nation con- 
quers the world. (After that it will be civil war!)” 


Humanly speaking this is true, but when the govern- 
ment of our Lord Jesus Christ is established and all the 
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world is subject to Him, there will be no more war. 
Then the “cycle of war and peace” will cease to oper- 
ate. However, the charts published in the above maga- 
zine show the cycles of international conflict covering 
many centuries. 

But what is of particular interest to us now is future 
developments which are projected on the charts if these 
cycles continue to function as in the past. The next 
critical peak is indicated as coming in the early 1960's, 
with the crest due about 1963. An important upturn 
in the number and intensity of international battles is 
due for an immediate and important increase. The 
probabilities are that the years 1959 through 1965 will 
be, world-wide, a period of greatly increased strife. The 
charts show a definite low in such conflicts by 2000 a.p. 

The fact that the above plotting of the cycles of 
international battles is mapped out wholly apart from 
the consideration of prophetic information that also 
marks the period from now on as the most critical in 
all human history is most significant. We entered the 
Night of Alarm on October 15, 1956 and that night 
will end December 11, 1959. Then the “Day of Battle” 
will begin. That “Day of Battle” runs from December 
11, 1959 to February 5, 1963, with midday, or noon, 
reached on July 9, 1961. It is important to note that 
this “Day of Battle” coincides with the increase in the 
number and intensity of armed clashes throughout the 
world, as indicated in the cycles of international battles. 
Further information defining the chronological bound- 
aries of the “Day of Battle,” indicating the deductions 
to be drawn from what they imply, will be presented 
in an article that will appear in an early issue of 
DESTINY. 

The Bible states that wars are determined until the 
age shall end. The cycles confirm this. The Bible de- 
clares that only upon the coming of the Prince of Peace 
will wars end. It is pointed out in the above issue of 
Cycles that only when a “super-government” has as- 
sumed world authority and control will world conflict 
be brought to an end. The Bible further points out 
that, following the establishment of the Kingdom of 
God upon earth in its full perfection under the ad- 
ministration and rule of Jesus Christ our Lord, nations 
will then beat their swords into plowshares and their 
spears into pruninghooks and they will have no further 
need to learn the art of war. The Bible describes a 
reign of peace which will be instituted upon the earth 
with the beginning of the Millennium. Chronology in- 
dicates that this glorious era will be inaugurated by 
2000 a.p. At the same time the cycles of international 
battles show a deep dip in the cycle of world conflict 
by that year. 

Thus prophecy, already verified in current world de- 
velopments, is further confirmed in its pronouncement 
of coming world conflict by the very cycles marking 
the same period that Bible chronology designates as the 
time when the Battle of That Great Day of God AI- 
mighty will be fought. 

After pointing out the various rhythmic cycles in 
war, the statement is made in the above magazine that, 
while the forces causing these cycles to operate are not 
known, the results can be tabulated and, knowing the 
results, those having discerning minds can see that these 
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tendencies do exist. As a consequence, one’s insight 
into the probabilities of the future is greatly enhanced. 
The statement is then made that these cycles do throw 
light upon the when, even though as yet we do not 
know the why. The reason the why is not known is be- 
cause of the failure to recognize that with the fall of 
man came the violation of the Divine commandment 
and of the righteousness of the law, bringing into oper- 
ation the very cycles we know govern all human activi- 
ties and endeavors, including international conflict. 








The Tunisia (risis 





EVENTs OF the last few weeks have clearly demonstrated 
the accuracy of our appraisal of the importance at- 
tached to the French bombing of the little border 
village of Sakiet-Sidi-Youssef in Tunisia in the incep- 
tion of the third hour of the Second Watch of the 
Night of Alarm, as pointed out in “Shadows of the 
Night,” Destiny for March 1958 (pp. 53-54). The situa- 
tion is indeed critical. 

On the Around the World Radio Broadcast on Sun- 
day, February 23, 1958, the following appraisal was 
given in very apt analogous terms, describing the seri- 
ousness of conditions in the Middle East resulting from 
the Tunisia crisis: 


“The situation is like many ticking time bombs in an 
overheated warehouse in the charge of a night watchman 
who is a pyromaniac.” 


It would be a relief from the present ever-mounting 
crises to be able to write of relaxing tensions and an 
easing of international strains. But because a definite 
international build-up for war is developing, with its 
center of peril in the Middle East, it is impossible to 
avoid the necessity to sound a warning of impending 
disaster. Actually the situation there has greatly in- 
creased in gravity since the French took drastic action 
in Tunisia. 

Soviet Russian strategic moves in the Middle East, 
dating back to the conditions that led to the French 
and British invasion of the Suez Canal Zone, are re- 
sponsible for the present increased tensions throughout 
the Middle East. The failure at that time to restore 
law and order to that troubled area is now adding to 
the difficulties experienced by the Western powers, 
making armed clashes inevitable in an area that will 
spark World War III. We make this assertion on the 
authority of the prophets of the Lord who single out 
this territory as the focal point toward which all na- 
tions, including the heathen, will move, precipitating 
the greatest conflict of all time. 








The Southern Army 





In “Month By Month,” this issue, A. R. H. has pointed 
to the new foothold Communists have acquired in the 
Middle East as the result of the signing of the treaty 
of everlasting friendship between Yemen and China. 
He refers to the fact that an open road for the first 
large-scale penetration of the Arab world by China is 
now possible. 
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In the article, “Final Theater of War,” originally 
published in Destiny for September 1944, after refer- 
ring to the northern army moving into Palestine, an- 
other force was indicated as moving up from the south 
which was designated as the southern army: 


“But there is another army involved in this general move 
upon Palestine. This is the southern army of which Joel 
speaks. Because this prophet refers to the valley of Jehosha- 
phat and to the heathen who are to gather here, those in- 
volved in this invasion will very likely be the descendants 
of Moab and Ammon who, according to the Psalmist, will 
be confederated with Israel’s enemies at this time (Ps. 83). 
This army will pass through Transjordan and move into 
Palestine south of the Dead Sea .... This southern army 
very likely will be composed of Asiatic hordes.” 


The above-mentioned article was written long before 
there was any evidence whatever as to how this south- 
ern army of Asiatics could possibly gain a footing south 
or southeast of Palestine. The treaty of friendship now 
signed between China and Yemen has, as A. R. H. 
points out, opened the highway for this coming large- 
scale penetration of the Middle East by the heathen, 
just as the prophets of the Lord declared this would 
come to pass. 


Furthermore, as A. R. H. also states, the Japanese 
are on the move in the Middle East, while a Sino- 
Japanese coalition is even now in the making. The 
enemy is preparing to take up positions of strategic 
importance as he makes ready for the final phase of 
world conflict that will indeed bring the nations to- 
gether for the Battle of That Great Day of God AI- 
mighty, with the Middle East the objective of all na- 
tions as the present world order draws to its close. 








Tying Their Hands 





On Monpay evening, March 3, 1958, members of the 
Congress of the United States assembled at the May- 
flower Hotel in Washington, D. C., to attend a dinner 
given in their honor by the Anti-Defamation League 
of B'nai B’rith. The American Democratic Legacy was 
awarded at that dinner to the 85th Congress for having 
passed the civil rights bill in 1957. Senator William F. 
Knowland, Republican, and Senator Hubert H. Hum- 
phrey, Democrat, accepted the award for the Senate. 
Representative Kenneth B. Keating, Republican, and 
Emanual Celler, Democrat, accepted it for the House. 


President Eisenhower sent a special message in which 
he stated that Congress was honored by such recogni- 
tion on the part of this organization. The President’s 
message was read by Maxwell M. Rabb, Secretary to 
the Cabinet. 


The Law of the Lord, as recorded by Moses in the 
Scriptures, stipulates that no one who is charged with 
the administration of the affairs of state, or responsible 


for the meting out of justice, shall take a gift of any 
kind: 


“Thou shalt not wrest judgment; thou shalt not respect 
persons, neither take a gift: for a gift doth blind the eyes 
of the wise, and pervert the words of the righteous.” (Deut. 
16: 19.) 
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It would be questionable enough if Congress had 
accepted an award from any other group notwithstand- 
ing their intentions, but when the President of the 
United States, and now Congress, accepts awards from 
a notorious organization that is virtually a Gestapo in 
our midst, the gravity of this cannot be overstressed. 
Having become the recipients of this so-called honor, 
bestowed upon them by an organization whose activi- 
ties should have been subject long ago to Congressional 
investigation, Congress is now estopped from proceed- 


- ing against them. The most disquieting factor in it all 


is that many members of both the Senate and the 
House are fully aware of the subversive activities of 
the Anti-Defamation League. 

A letter was mailed by this organization to every 
Congressman last January, notifying them of the inten- 
tion to hold a dinner at the Mayflower Hotel to honor 
the 85th Congress. Upon the receipt of that letter, 
members of both chambers had ample time to publicly 
denounce this move to place them under obligation to 
an organization whose reputation is far from savory. 
Is it possible that Congressmen remained silent from 
fear of the smear campaign that would have been in- 
stituted against them by this same organization, which 
has shown itself to be a past master in destroying those 
who oppose them? 

Following is the letter mailed by the Anti-Defama- 
tion League of B’nai B’rith to every Congressman last 
January, written on the letterhead of the organization 
and signed by its national chairman, Henry Edward 
Schultz, a photostatic copy of which is in our pos- 
session: 


January 21, 1958 
i : 


“It is a great pleasure to inform you that the Anti-Defama- 
tion League of B’nai B'rith, at its recent annual meeting, 
voted to present the 1957 America’s Democratic Legacy Silver 
Medallion to the 85th Congress of the United States for 
distinguished contributions to the enrichment of our heri- 
tage of freedom. 

“In reaching this decision, our National Commission pays 
tribute to this Congress for its enactment of the first federal 
civil rights law in 82 years, and for the statesmanlike and 
constructive attitudes demonstrated by the members of the 
Congress in the high and earnest level of discussion of the 
issues. 

“The medal has been awarded annually since 1948 to an 
American citizen or institution for the practical advancement 
of our American ideals. Among the recipients have been 
President Truman, President Eisenhower and such organiza- 
tions as the Carnegie Corporation, the Rockefeller and the 
Ford Foundations. Indeed, you may recall the Dinner With 
the President held by the League in Washington in 1953 at 
which President Eisenhower accepted the medallion and 
made an historic address. 

“To make the appropriate presentations this year, we have 
arranged to hold our annual award dinner at the Mayflower 
Hotel in Washington on the evening of March 3rd. We plan 
to present the award to the elected leaders of both Parties 
in the House and the Senate — Senator Lyndon B. Johnson 
and Senator William F. Knowland for their colleagues in 
the Senate, and Speaker Sam Rayburn and Representative 
Joseph W. Martin, Jr. for their colleagues in the House. 

“As a member of the 85th Congress, you will receive with- 
in the next few days a formal invitation to be our honored 
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guest at the award dinner. May I urge that you mark the 
date — Monday, March 3rd, 6 P.M. — on your calendar and 
that you return the R.S.V.P. card at your earliest con- 
venience. 


“It is our hope that you will find it possible, in your busy 
schedule, to honor us with your presence at the dinner and 
at the presentation ceremonies to your distinguished col- 
leagues.” 

Sincerely yours, 


(Henry Edward Schultz) 


Many Americans who have suffered unjustly at the 
hands of the Anti-Defamation League are fully aware of 
its vicious tactics, but there are many who are not ac- 
quainted with its methods, mainly because they have 
not curried its displeasure. The following few facts 
from our own knowledge and experience, to which a 
volume could be added, is sufficient to reveal the 
character of the organization to which those who con- 
sent to be honored by it are obligated. As pointed out 
in Destiny for February 1944: 


“Of all the nationalities and groups who have come to our 
shores, none, save one, has even remotely considered it neces- 
sary, in this land of the free, to organize a system of es- 
pionage or, Gestapo-like, gather information to be used 
against citizens who are not in agreement with their aspira- 
tions. One group alone has thus organized to hamper the 
freedom of expression and action of law-abiding citizens. 


“Voluminous reports have been compiled by this organiza- 
tion with the help of its affiliated groups. The Editor of 
Destiny, along with many others, has not escaped being in- 
cluded in these secret records, nor has Destiny been free 
from the subversive pressure exerted upon printers, artists 
and others . . . in the endeavor to hinder our work and 
prevent the carrying on of our legitimate business — and 
all this in the United States of America, the supposed land 
of the ee .... 

“Reports from the records of the Anti-Defamation League 
have been used again and again to try to harm and hinder 
American citizens in their legitimate pursuits. Much of that 
which is contained in these records is a subversion of the 
truth; but, then, a Gestapo isn’t interested in truth, only in 
obtaining its objective, the destruction of those against whom 
it moves. So we charge this un-American organization with 
trying to intimidate, by methods practiced by the Gestapo, 
those who would have business dealings with men and 
women on their black list. We further charge that their 
compiled records of misrepresentation have been made avail- 
able to certain writers in these spurious attacks. 

“America is no place for such an organization... . We 
have a government with law enforcement agencies and such 
a group functioning in our midst and treating citizens of 
the United States as criminal is, in itself, criminal.” 


The Anti-Defamation League has been very active 
in its endeavor to suppress the freedom of the press. 
Representatives of this organization have called upon 
thousands of editors and publishers in order to per- 
suade them, or strongly hint to them, not to publish 
material which would displease the League, such as 
speeches by persons on the ADL black list. The smear 
technique has been a powerful weapon in their hands 
which they have used against those who have refused 
to heed their warnings. 


There is very much more that could be mentioned, 
78 





but what is given above is sufficient to expose the mo- 
tives of the type of organization that asked Congress 
to participate in an award dinner in the Mayflower 
Hotel at Washington, D. C., and from which its mem- 
bers have accepted a gift. President Eisenhower and 
former President Truman both succumbed to this 
subtle propaganda stunt, making them beholden to an 
organization that does not want to be investigated. 
Now Congress has fallen for this planned flattery. 
Solomon declared: 


“A wicked man taketh a gift out of the bosom to pervert 
the ways of judgment.” (Prov. 17: 23.) 


Will not all those who have been recipients of the 
Anti-Defamation League’s gifts be reluctant to move 
against the officials of this organization? And were not 
those officials aware of this when they made their plans 
to “honor” Congress, as they have already “honored” 
President Eisenhower and other national leaders? 
Bribery and gifts have been used from time immemo- 
rial for this purpose and their presentation may take 
many forms. The Anti-Defamation League’s institution 
of an annual award dinner, selecting public officials 
as the recipients of their gift, is perhaps the most 
subtle. 


In this day of subversive skulduggery, it is not only 
essential to know the objectives of the organizations 
one many join, and the type of activities of those who 
wish to use one’s name as a sponsor, but it is also 
essential to know even more in detail such facts regard- 
ing those who wish to extend honors to a person. 
Otherwise the individual or individuals involved may 
become a party to their evil undertakings. The Anti- 
Defamation League officials apparently are fully aware 
of the proverb: “A man’s gift maketh room for him, 
and bringeth him before great men.” It is certain that 
by its presentation of awards, this organization has 
freed itself from investigation by the present Congress 
whose members received their gift. Furthermore, it has 
gained prestige by entertaining the politically great. 








Despoiling the People 





THE COMMUNIST regime in Poland has taken steps to 
insure its doctrines and to keep in line with Soviet 
Russia’s policies. No longer may the Polish press print 
anything construed as critical of Marxism or against 
Russia. Yet, despite all this, the United States govern- 
ment is extending to the Polish regime a credit of 98 
millions of dollars. The people of the United States 
are being despoiled through excess taxation, with large 
sums from those taxes being used to finance our foes. 
It seems to make little difference whether Democrats 
or Republicans hold office, for both major parties are 
conspirators in the program to send our substance 
abroad. 


In the matter of foreign aid, our national leaders, 
both in the White House and in Congress, are with- 
holding facts from the public. The leaders of Soviet 
Russia are condemned for their duplicity, but at least 
everyone knows they are liars. What of those who are 
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handling the affairs of state at Washington, who delib- 
erately withhold the facts from the people and, in do- 
ing so, persuade the public to accept as reliable pro- 
nouncements which are actually untrue? In his radio 
broadcast of February 23, 1958, Paul Harvey stated in 
part as follows: 


“America’s foreign aid as presented to your Congress is 
being intentionally mislabeled to deceive you. The House 
Committee on government operations knows it; that much 
of what is called defense support for our friends is nothing 
of the sort. President Eisenhower is asking for four billions 
in new foreign aid funds. We already have appropriated 
enough money to keep foreign aid pipelines full and flow- 
ing for two years if not another nickel were added, but the 
President is asking for four billion more dollars. That is 
a 4214% increase over what Congress appropriated last year. 
And the second largest item in this large sum is defense 
support, although foreign aid officials have admitted under 
congressional questioning that they spend your dollars, once 
they get them, on all sorts of things, many entirely unrelated 
to any joint defense effort. 


“The Administration has threatened us with everything 
from a tax increase to massive additional draft calls if we 
don’t cough up, implying that all the four billion is aiding 
our self-defense. Leaders of both parties in the Senate have 
said they will support it, except Styles Bridges. Tonight 
Senator Bridges says he will not sit silent while we send 
almost 100 million to Communist Poland. That one is just 
too obviously not contributing to anybody’s military strength 
except Russia’s. 


“American taxpayers are shouldering a crushing tax bur- 
den in a period of considerable recession and some priva- 
tion. Yet the national debt of the United States is presently 
greater than the combined national debts of all the nations 
we are trying to help. And now we are asked to take our- 
selves and our next generation even deeper into the red.” 


Under such circumstances one has a right to ask what 
is the matter with those whom we elect to office when, 
out of the many in Congress, only one lone voice is 
raised in protest against supporting Communist Poland. 
Senator Bridges should have had the backing of a great 
majority of the Senate when he said: 


“If this were aid directly to the Polish people in their 
fight for freedom, I would be all for it. But by extending 
aid to Gomulka, we merely make it possible for him to quiet 
the natural unrest in opposition to his regime. Far from 
helping free people along the road of self-determination, we 
are actually forging stronger chains for their bondage.” 


Have we reached the impasse where it has become 
impossible to elect men to high office who will place 
the welfare and safety of our nation first? Is it becom- 
ing increasingly difficult to find patriots who will fight 
for the interests of free peoples, and particularly for 
the good of their own countrymen? We are reluctant 
to believe that we have reached such an impasse, but 
the present situation is extremely discouraging to those 
who know what is on the agenda in the months ahead 
as our enemies put in final readiness their plans for 
world conquest. May God deliver us from spineless men 
who hold office in our government, and may He pro- 
tect us against those who are treacherous, for we are 
living in serious times when the very survival of our 
nation lies in the balance. 
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April and June 





SovieT Russia is pressing urgently for a Foreign Minis- 
ter’s Conference in April and a summit meeting with 


_the Western powers by June of this year. The Kremlin 


manifests hurried anxiety for the consummation of 
these meetings on the months specified. The question 
is, why April and June? 

The Communists are evidently stressing this time- 
table for conferences so as to use such meetings to 
further their own interests. They want an agreement 
soon with the West that will make it extremely difficult 
for Western powers to intervene in any conflict in the 
Middle East that could be styled as a local war. 


Does the time for the conferences stressed by the 
Communists point to stepped-up activities in the Mid- 
dle East by fall? There are strong indications that this 
is the case and that Soviet Russia’s strenuous efforts to 
bring about the meetings before the summer of 1958 
have an important bearing on the moves they are con- 
templating for the latter half of this year. It will be 
interesting to watch these developments. 








Conquest of the Universe 





MEN ARE Now hard at work to devise methods and 
means, not only to penetrate outer space, but to pre- 
pare to occupy the moon and other planets. ‘They even 
dream of extending their conquests to places beyond 
our solar system; they would ascend above the stars! 
In all this we are reminded of the aspirations of Satan: 


“For thou hast said in thine heart, I will ascend into 
heaven, I will exalt my throne above the stars of God: I 
will sit also upon the mount of the congregation, in the 
sides of the north: I will ascend above the heights of the 
clouds; I will be like the most High.” (Isa. 14: 13-14.) 


In spite of his power and his might, Satan was un- 
able to achieve his desire. Neither will those do so who 
undertake to emulate him, for God is certainly not go- 
ing to allow the disease of sin, with all its attending 
malignancies, to infect the rest of His universe. That 
is exactly what would take place if men were to suc- 
ceed now in their ambitious plans to extend their con- 
quests into space. 

We are convinced that God has reserved unto Him- 
self the carrying out of plans for peopling the myriads 
of abodes scattered far and wide throughout infinite 
space. It will be the righteous who will inherit all this. 
Meanwhile, evil is quarantined upon the earth, to be 
dealt with and brought to judgment on this planet 
and not in the heavenlies. Satan himself was cast out 
of heaven and fell to earth. Therefore, Jesus declared: 


“I beheld Satan as lightning fall from heaven.” (Luke 
10: 18.) 


As the result of his fall, Satan became the prince 
of this world (John 14: 30). In Job’s day when the 
Lord asked Satan, “From whence comest thou?,” the 
Adversary replied: 


(Continued on page 82) 
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Month By Month -| by AR. H. | 


events. Ofttimes it seems to follow a pattern re- 

sembling the rhythmic motion of the waves of 
the sea. Wave follows wave in recurring sequence until, 
in obedience to a precession which is cyclic, a culmin- 
ating wave comes rolling in to break upon the shore 
with a resounding roar. Sometimes a change of wind 
may rapidly intensify the rhythm so that the regular 
pattern bursts into the uncontrollable fury of a storm. 
Then, as the tension of contending elements subsides 
into equilibrium, the wild waves cease their restlessness 
and are still. Until once again a further sequence of 
causes sets in motion forces expending impellent energy 
in still another pattern of cumulative effects. 


Similarly, something like this is seen as, from month 
to month, the focus of our attention shifts from one 
flashpoint of the world scene to the next. In the interim 
there may be moments when we imagine nothing is 
happening “somewhere” because all appears to be quiet 
outwardly on that front. Sooner or later, however, a 
new incident occurs and we find that the curtain has 
gone up on yet another scene in the drama of world 
events. Unless we have a “program” as our guide, 
namely the sure word of prophecy which is “as a light 
in a dark place,” we find ourselves without that pre- 
view of world developments enabling us to judge 
whether or not we are about to witness the last scene 
in Act I or the final scene of the last Act. 


T's Is an ebb and flow in the tide of world 


The Land of Sheba 


Thus, the News Chronicle correspondent in Beirut, 
writing recently under the striking caption: “Land of 
Sheba Calls in Russia,” reports the following astonish- 
ing developments: 


“Another Arab state is fast following Syria into the Soviet 
net. This time it is the kingdom of Yemen. In return it has 
been given tanks, heavy guns and planes. The Yemen on the 
border of the Aden Protectorate is the land of the Queen of 
Sheba. Slavery still flourishes. Now the country has been 
thrown open to all-out Soviet bloc penetration by Crown 
Prince Sief El Islam El Badr, son of the fanatical but ailing 
Iman. 


eA New Communist Foothold 


“Since El Badr’s talks in London failed to solve the dis- 
pute between the Yemen and Aden, he has turned to the 
East and has been making a much feted tour of Communist 
countries. The first result of this tour announced includes 
ten new agreements with Rumania and Yugoslavia and China 
for technical assistance and economic aid. 

“This coincides with the signature in Pekin of a “Treaty 
of everlasting friendship’ between the Yemen and China, 
which; opens the road for the first large-scale penetration by 
China of the Arab world; it provides a Communist foothold 
on the Arabian peninsular and a gateway for subversion 
into Saudi Arabia. With the decline in the importance of 
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Cyprus as a base, Britain’s military planners now see Aden 
as a vital advance post for the protection of oil supplies.” 


As if the “invasion” of the Mideast Arena by Red 
China were not fantastic enough, the Daily Express re- 
porter in Beirut warns of a rapidly increasing infiltra- 
tion of Japanese “business” activity in Jordan. Thus 
he maintains: 


“Japanese business is moving into the Mideast in a big 
way. All over the area Japanese are turning up in the best 
hotels with big grins and brief cases full of contracts. The 
latest deal the Japanese are trying to pull off is in Jordan. 
There a Japanese fishing firm is negotiating a contract with 
the Jordan Government for a fish cannery at Aqaba. 


Hotels for Tourists 


“The Japanese have an oil-prospecting concession in Saudi 
Arabia and are now putting up schemes for building fac- 
tories in the country. They also want to go into the tourist’s 
hotel field. Three big business men arrived in Jordan from 
Tokyo with a plan to build a hotel on the shore of the Dead 
Sea. The Jordan Government is to build an international 
airport at ancient Jericho, about twenty minutes by car from 
the Dead Sea and the Japanese think tourists would flock 
to a Dead Sea hotel. The Japanese are on to a good thing 
and they know it.” 


While there is nothing unusual per se about Japanese 
trade competition, there is an aspect to this “tourist” 
hotel activity which prompts the wary to raise an eye- 
brow. More especially is this so when the inception of 
this highly organized activity coincides with news of 
the intrusion of Red China into part of the same area. 


eA Sino-Japanese (Coalition 


This is not the first time that rumors have leaked 
out of a secret Sino-Japanese alliance, the most startling 
of these having been dramatized in a book published 
a year ago by Colonel Masanobu Tsuji, entitled 1960. 
Reviewing this book, Newsweek describes its contents 
in the following dramatic fashion: 


“*The deadly atomic fallout blankets New York, Moscow 
and London. Before the heavy fighting in the Near East can 
be brought to a decision both Russia and the United States 
collapse under the nuclear holocaust . . . .’ These are some 
of the highlights of 1960, a lurid book of prophecies by 
Japan’s West-hating war hero and defense expert. One of 
the Japanese Army’s best staff officers during World War II, 
Tsuji was nicknamed ‘The god of Strategy,’ for his master- 
minding of the campaign that crumbled Malaya and Singa- 
pore. 


The Big Idea 


“Despite literary imperfections, 1960 has run through 
eight editions in Japan and is being translated into half a 
dozen Asian languages. Major selling point: Tsuji, who used 
to predict a Soviet victory in a future war now has bigger 
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ideas. In 1960 Japan cements ties with Red China, persuades 
Mao to ignore Soviet pleas and stay out of the big war. 
Then, when Russia and the U. S. have annihilated each 
other, the Sino-Japanese coalition moves in to rule the 
world.” 


It is this desire, or basic driving force of ambition 
to rule the world, which is bringing to pass in astonish- 
ing manner the prophetic picture portraying the gath- 
ering of all nations against Jerusalem to battle. Until 
the latest phase of infiltration began to disclose itself, 
the manner in which China and Japan might become 
implicated directly in the Mideast Arena was not pat- 
ently apparent. 


Tidings Out of the East 


By this we do not mean to suggest that the fantasy 
of Colonel Tsuji’s novel is confirmed by Biblical pro- 
phecy. Far from it. However, Daniel does declare that 
tidings out of the East and the North trouble the ag- 
gressor who invades Palestine — the Glorious Land. 
Any disconcerting strategic move made by a Sino- 
Japanese alliance at a critical moment might well fit 
into the framework of the total picture in this partic- 
ular connection. 

Following maneuvers of the American Sixth Fleet in 
the Mediterranean, the Soviet Black Sea Fleet, under 
Admiral Chaly, carried out an inspection of bases in 
Albania. Thus Derek Marks, Daily Express correspon- 
dent, avers: 


“Russia is making a drive to build up naval and air force 
strength in the Adriatic to counter the great power of the 
American Sixth Fleet in the Mediterranean. The main Rus- 
sian forces are submarines and jet aircraft strung out in 
newly constructed bases along the Albanian coast. 

“The Russians have turned the island of Sazan into a 
fortress. Five new airfields for jet fighters and fighter bombers 
and massive new submarine pens have been completed. Im- 
mediately opposite the island is the port of Valona where 
Nazis established submarine pens during World War II. 
These have been refurbished by the Russians and the civilian 
population has been evacuated. In addition to Valona there 
are the submarine bases of Dhern, Dures, Drimades and 
Shenjim.” 


Nasser Covets Malta 


Meanwhile, encouraged by visions of Red Naval 
power in the Mediterranean, Colonel Nasser casts a 
covetous eye on Malta. As the Daily Express correspon- 
dent in Rome informs us: 


“Nasser has put hundreds of Egyptian-born Maltese into 
special army units. They are being trained in sabotage tac- 
tics. The Maltese are also getting ideological instruction at 
a camp in Ismaila. Nasser has reformed the old Maltese 
Association in Egypt and has put it under the control of 
the Minister of National Guidance. Its new name is: The 
Association For the Independence of Malta. 

“Once there were 8,000 Maltese in Egypt. Of these, 5,000 
left during the Suez crisis. Those who stayed have been sub- 
ject to secret police pressure. The Italian wife of a Maltese, 
on a visit to Rome, told me: ‘My son has been called up 
and is being told to hate Britain and fight for independence. 
All our possessions are in Egypt so we are forced to stay 
there or starve. Nasser knows this and is putting pressure 
on us.’ ” 
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Following the dismissal of Marshal Zhukov, the first 
job of his successor, Marshal Malinovsky, was to wel- 
come the Egyptian Army Chief, General Hakim Amer, 
to Moscow. Commenting on this visit as an on-the-spot 
observer, Geoffrey Wakeford, Daily Mail correspondent, 
asserts: 


“Some months ago the Daily Mail disclosed that Russia 
had sent rocket-launchers to Egypt. Now Russia has offered 
to supply Egypt with rockets. The rocket deal is concealed 
behind vague statements from Moscow during a Kremlin 
cocktail party in honor of President Nasser’s War Minister.” 


Suez Rocket Stations 


Also in Moscow, press correspondent Rhona Chur- 
chill confirms this arrangement when, under the strik- 
ing headline, “Russian rockets to line Suez,” she affirms: 


“Russia plans to build and to man immediate range-rocket 
stations along the Suez Canal. Under the guise of Russo- 
Egyptian ‘economic talks’ in Moscow, Russia has been laying 
the foundations for a treaty which will give Egypt nuclear 
weapons. Egypt’s War Minister officially asked for the rockets 
after seeing them wheeled through the Red Square on No- 
vember 7th. Khrushchev told General Amer that Russia 
would be willing to erect rocket-launching stations in Egypt 
at her own expense and that the Red Army missile men 
could wear civilian clothes so as not to upset the nationalist 
susceptibilities of the Egyptians. He told Amer that the old 
British base in the Canal Zone would provide ideal sites.” 


Set the Earth on Fire 


At a subsequent meeting in Cairo, when military 
leaders of Syria, including General Bizri, Syrian C-in-C, 
and Colonel Serraj, head of Syrian military intelligence, 
the appointment of General Amer as Chief of the 
Syrian-Egyptian joint Army Command was confirmed. 
Before leaving Cairo, General Bizri exclaimed: “WE 
SHALL SET HEAVEN AND EARTH ON FIRE TO DEFEND OUR 
COUNTRY AGAINST ZIONISTS AND ANY OTHER AGGRESSORS.” 


Even after making full allowance for poetic license 
or emotional extravagance, it is an alarming prospect 
for the world as a whole when the use of nuclear 
rockets depends upon decisions made by megalo- 
maniacal minds of this kind. 


Emboldened by the attention given by International 
News Service to his dissertation upon the nonexistence 
of God, Mr. Khrushchev, who, in his interview with 
Frank Coniff (referred to in this column last month), 
said: “We are not going to fight for God’s body,” chose 
Sunday, January 23rd, for another verbal onslaught, 
which proved to be a typical example of deceptive 
upside-downness. According to British United Press, 
Mr. Khrushchev declaimed: 


“President Eisenhower seems to think that a government 
with atheist views did evil while a government which be- 
lieved in God did good. That is not true. People who say 
they are guided by allegedly Divine principles, started an 
aggressive war against Egypt. It was not atheists or the Soviet 
Government who started this war but Sir Anthony Eden and 
Guy Mollet, the French premier. They bowed to the Cross 
and then ordered British and French troops to bomb Cairo. 
The Soviet leaders who are atheists worked to stop this war.” 
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At first sight the force of the Khrushchev argument 
may seem to have an air of plausibility about it, well 
calculated to confuse the superficial-minded. But, dis- 
sected, bit by bit, its deceptive element dissolves. Who 
were the real instigators of the Suez incident? They 
were those who incited it by dumping vast armament 
stores in the desert and thus made Anglo-French inter- 
vention inevitable. Khrushchev may try to wash his 
hands in innocency. But to the Kremlin the sands of 
Sinai were not sacrosanct. 

Accusations against those who claim to be guided 
by “allegedly Divine principles” may well constitute a 
challenge to world statesmen to examine their con- 
science and determine to what degree it is true to assert 
that their faith is firmly fixed in God and the reality 
of Divine power. 

It ill becomes an atheist, however, who says be does 
not believe in God, to speak about God. That Mr. 
Khrushchev seems to flatter himself in this role con- 
firms the fact that we are approaching the day when 
we may expect to see the fulfillment of the vision of 
Esdras, wherein it is said of the violent multitude who 
gather together to subdue the Son of man, that they 
“were sore afraid, and yet durst fight” (II Esdras 13: 8). 

A significant element in this vision consists in the 
fact that when the Son of man sees the violence of the 
“multitude of men without number,’ He “neither 


lifted up His hand, nor held sword, nor any instrument 
of war.” But Esdras alone saw what happened next. 
The violent multitude never saw or knew what hit 
them, as it is written: 


“But only I saw that He sent out of His mouth as it 
had been a blast of fire, and out of His lips a flaming 
breath, and out of His tongue He cast out sparks and 
tempests. And they were all mixed together; the blast 
of fire, the flaming breath, and the great tempest; and 
fell with violence upon the multitude which was pre- 
pared to fight, and burned them up every one, so that 
upon a sudden of an innumerable multitude nothing 
was to be perceived, but only dust and smell of smoke.” 


The comment of Esdras is almost laconic in its stark 
brevity. He says: “When I saw this I was afraid.” 

We are not surprised. Moreover, the atheists of the 
Kremlin would be well advised to heed the warnings 
of the Apocrypha and Apocalyptic prophecies before 
they find themselves hurtling down the path of no 
return into an Abyss from which there is no escape. 





N. B. On January 23rd, Izvestia published in Moscow the account 
by a Soviet seismologist, Professor A. A. Treskov, of the earth- 
quake which shook the Mongolian Gobi plateau on December 4, 
1957. Professor Treskov, who has just returned from the region, 
states that the intensity reached 11 on the international scale 
which goes up to 12. He describes the scene as being “like Dante’s 
Inferno.” —a. R. H. 





(Continued from page 79) 


“From going to and fro in the earth, and from walking 
up and down in it.” (Job 2: 2.) 


Knowing this, the Apostle Peter later on counseled: 


“Be sober, be vigilant; because your adversary the devil, 
as a roaring lion, walketh about, seeking whom he may de- 
vour.” (I Peter 5: 8.) 


Is Satan using his cohorts in an endeavor to ascend 
on high again? It is certain that Soviet Russia is doing 
his bidding as the atheistical Red leaders move to con- 
quer outer space. It seems to us we are again hearing 
the boast of scaling the heights of the heavens and as- 
cending above the clouds. 

Isaiah the Prophet pronounced the Divine verdict 
that all those who are bent upon such conquests shall 
be brought down to Sheol. That this prophecy of Isaiah 
has a double application is made quite clear. One is to 
Satan himself and the other to those who voice the 
Satanic boast and desire. 

Referring to the one who aspires to ascend, Isaiah 
mentions the unprecedented destruction he will carry 
out against the cities of the nations. This is exactly 
what the leaders of Soviet Russia are contemplating as 
they prepare for conquest not only upon the earth but 
far out into space as well: 


“Is this the man who caused the earth to quiver, caused 
kingdoms to quake; who made the world like a desert, and 
tore down its cities: who set not his prisoners free, to return 
to their homes?” (Isa. 14: 16-17, Smith & Goodspeed Trans.) 


One of the outstanding characteristics of the Com- 
munists is their refusal to allow prisoners to go free 
and return to their own land. Surely Soviet prepara- 
tions for conflict and the launching of Sputniks I and 
II have caused trembling and fear, as these evil aggres- 
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sors boast of ascending above the clouds. When finally 
they elect to strike, many cities will be destroyed. 

Isaiah speaks of the kings of the earth resting quietly 
in their tombs, but of this evil aggressor — he who 
would ascend to heaven and who suddenly strikes at 
the nations — the prophet declares: 


“But you are cast forth, tombless, like a hateful abortion, 
clothed with slain men gashed by the sword, who go down 
to the stones of the Pit, like a trampled corpse. With them 
[the kings of the earth] will you not be united in burial; 
because you have ruined your land, you have slain your 
people.” (Isa. 14: 19-20, Smith & Goodspeed Trans.) 


Far from depicting the conquest of space and tri- 
umphing over the universe, Isaiah shows the complete 
destruction of the evil aggressor who would extend his 
baleful influence throughout the whole universe. ‘Thus 
will Ezekiel’s prophecy be fulfilled concerning the anni- 
hilation of Gog and all his hosts (Ez. 38 & 39). Esdras 
declares that destruction will be by atomic fire (see 
II Esdras 13: 11). 

Man’s present endeavor to conquer the universe is 
destined to end in complete failure, for not until the 
propensity to do evil is eradicated from the hearts and 
souls of men will the most High open up for coloniza- 
tion the numberless abodes He has reserved for those 
who, having overcome sin and the world, are qualified 
to escape from their earthly prison and take up their 
residence where righteousness abideth forever. 
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HERE Is still no basic change in the world situa- 
tion. No good purpose would be served by a 
long description of the propaganda and counter- 
propaganda of the opposing power blocs. Unless there 
should be a decisive change in the real situation, it is 
better to leave things as previously reported. The fact 
that millions of people are convinced that there has 
been a change does not alter anything. The crux of the 
world situation remains the clash of interests in the 
Middle East. That situation has deteriorated since last 
month, despite all the talks about a summit meeting. 
Few people realize this but one day there will come a 
sudden shock. 

America hoped to kick out the Syrian government 
and, late last summer, was inclined to think it could 
be done. In fact, it has not only remained in power but 
has pulled off a consolidation with Egypt of first im- 
portance. The Soviet grip has tightened and arms pour 
in. Almost no one pays much attention to this, al- 
though it is the only really vital issue and will prove 
to be the decisive one. The entire world situation will 
reach its climax in the Middle East and everything will 
be decided in that area. How soon it is more and more 
difficult to say, for the simple reason that the West 
continually retreats and, while this continues, some- 
what naturally, no clash occurs. Why should it? 

Let the Western powers decide to retreat no further 
in the Middle East and there will be a clash almost at 
once. Thus, the date of the coming clash depends not 
so much on Soviet policy as on the time and point at 
which the Western powers retreat no further. Many 
observers think that retreat has already gone far beyond 
the danger point; others are more sanguine and hope 
that, somehow or other, Russia will be persuaded to 
back down and Arab opinion will moderate. Your cor- 
respondent remains convinced that neither will occur, 
and it must be admitted that, even though the Middle 
East for a time was not so much in the news, actual 
events have been more pointed than ever before. To 
ignore occurrences does not rub them out. 


Mr. Chou En-lai has said that he considers the pros- 
pects of peace to be greater than at any other time. 
Why does he think so? He has been kind enough to 
tell us. He enumerated his reasons thus: 7) The pro- 
gress made by subversive groups which he called “inde- 
pendence movements”; 2) The Communist bloc has be- 
come invincible; and 3) The capitalist camp is torn by 
political enmities and economic crises. 

That is the Communist opinion. It is that peace can 
be maintained because the West is in extremis; there- 
fore, the West can now be persuaded to concede any- 
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thing and everything. Let the Communist bloc discover 
that such is not the case and we shall then see a very 
different picture. The Communist bloc does not believe 
in peace by compromise — but in peace by total sur- 
render accepted by installments. 


It is wholly incorrect to regard the Egyptian-Syrian 
Union as a genuinely spontaneous move in the direc- 
tion of the fulfillment of a pan-Arab dream of unity. 
There is, in fact, no inherent unity between Egypt and 
Syria and there never has been, except under the co- 
ordinating influence of a paramount power. The 
United Arab Republic has been created entirely with 
Russian encouragement and under Russian direction. 
It would have been an impossible project in any other 
circumstances. Russia has not brought about this occur- 
rence because of any sentimental attachment to dreams 
of Arab solidarity. The whole thing is an essential part 
of Russia’s plan to secure for herself paramountcy in 
the whole Middle East area. It is also to be noted that 
the Yemen wishes to adhere to the United Arab Re- 
public as a federal member. The Yemen, of course, has 
for some time been under direct Russian influence. 


It seemed possible immediately after the Egyptian- 
Syrian Union that the next move might be to over- 
throw King Hussein’s government in Jordan. There 
were reports from Damascus — confirmed from Amman 
— of plans to overthrow the Jordanian goverment and 
to incorporate Jordan into the Egyptian-Syrian Union. 
It was reported that the basis of the plan was an up- 
rising inside Jordan, centered on Jerusalem and Jeri- 
cho, with the assistance of Syrian “volunteer” forces 
headed by a Jordanian who was formerly an officer in 
the Arab Legion. It was reported that, on the political 
side, the rising would be in the name of Suleiman el 
Nabulsi, who was dismissed from his position as Prime 
Minister of Jordan by the King in April 1957. No 
doubt the Kings of Jordan and Iraq were strongly in- 
fluenced by these unpleasant possibilities when they 
united to form the Arab Federation. It is too soon to 
state definitely to what extent the new Federation is 
a countermeasure to the United Arab Republic. But 
it would seem that King Hussein of Jordan’s personal 
position may be strengthened. 


In Israel it is remembered that Iraq is not a party 
to the armistice agreement and is still technically at 
war with Israel. It is also noted that the statements of 
Arab personages since the announcement of the Federa- 
tion give the impression that Iraq and Jordan are more 
concerned about Israel than about Egypt and Syria. It 
is also remembered that during the Arab-Israel war 
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Iraqi troops were by far the most effective on the Arab 
side. The Iraqi army got to within ten miles of Tel 
Aviv. In general terms it is premature to conclude that 
the Jordan-Iraq Federation fundamentally eases the 
Middle East situation. 


Yemeni adherence to the Egyptian-Syrian Union will 
be more serious than some commentators seem to think. 
Up to date, the Yemen has had Soviet military equip- 
ment to the value of approximately $12,000,000. This 
includes 20 T-34 tanks, 30 aircraft, 50 light antiaircraft 
guns, 10,000 rifles and ammunition, armored troop- 
carrying vehicles enough for a battalion and equipment 
for a regiment of field artillery. A small group of 
Yemeni pilots are being trained in Russia. About sixty 
Russian technicians are directing the building of a 
harbor for the Yemen at El Hodeida. On January 11, 
a Soviet mission led by Ambassador Kissilev arrived in 
the Yemen. According to Al Ahram, the Soviet Union 
has already granted economic aid to the Yemen to the 
value of $20,000,000. The Yemenites are becoming in- 
creasingly confident and arrogant. When the Crown 
Prince recently visited London, he was shocked and 
surprised that Britain did not capitulate to his de- 
mands. He then went to Moscow and Peking. 

Yemeni adherence to the United Arab Republic will 
give this Russian-directed union domination of both 
ends of the Red Sea, as well as of the Suez Canal itself 
and the overland flow of oil from Saudi Arabia and 
Iraq to the Mediterranean. Moreover, it is now quite 
certain that Russia has sufficient submarines at the 
Saseno (Albania) base to be able to close the East 
Mediterranean. If Egypt succeeds in enforcing her 
claim to part of the Kassala Province of the Sudan, 
another serious situation will have been created which 
will affect the security of the Red Sea. If this Egyptian 
move succeeds, it may be the preliminary to something 
bigger. In that event Libya and Ethiopia should be 
watched. Either or both might become the focus of 
further political or military moves. 


The Western situation in the Middle East has 
sharply deteriorated during recent months. One result 
of this was the inconclusive nature of the recent Bagh- 
dad Pact meeting at Ankara. At no time in the past 
have conditions been more favorable for Russian plans 
than at present. That is the background against which 
the Soviet government proposes to hold summit talks. 
If the Western powers finally agree to hold such talks, 
the only basis on which any measure of so-called success 
might be reached, as far as Europe is concerned, is 
recognition by the Western powers of the status quo in 
Eastern Europe. The creation of a neutral or non- 
nuclear zone from the Russian strategic point of view 
means only a strategic no-man’s-land on Russia’s West- 
ern flank in order to protect that flank while the Mid- 
dle East operation takes place. 

If summit talks are held, it is likely too that Russia 
will propose some kind of Middle East nonintervention 
pact in order that she may, as she hopes, effectively 
disguise an eventual attack on Israel as a purely local 
conflict of a kind in which the Western powers would 
have pledged themselves not to intervene. These two 
factors are the whole object of Russia’s proposals for a 
summit conference — the protection of her Western 


84 


flank by a so-called neutral zone and the localization 
of the projected conflict in the Middle East, which will 
have as its objective the destruction of Israel. 


This Middle East situation has been brought about 
by deliberate design on the part of Russia under the 
very eyes of the Western powers. Not only has there 
been no manifest protest of any kind but the Western 
governments have concealed from the public the situa- 
tion into which they have drifted. We have, in fact, 
allowed ourselves to become the virtual prisoners of 
Russia’s strategic policy. Let there be no mistake about 
the fact that all the recent events and developments 
in the Middle East are of Russian inspiration. Hardly 
a single one of them, and certainly not any of signifi- 
cant importance, could have come about except under 
Russian supervision, encouragement and direction. No 
Arab state or combination of Arab states is even re- 
motely capable of having brought about the present 
Midle East situation. 


It must be remembered that both Egypt and Syria 
are almost totally devoid of any real fighting spirit. 
So far as Egypt is concerned, the Sinai Peninsula cam- 
paign of 1956 amply demonstrated this. There is no 
such thing as an Arab strategist in any wide context. 
Indigenous Arab war potential in the modern sense is 
almost nil. The Arabs are excellent agitators and are 
adept at minor shady intrigues and plots, but they are 
totally incapable of having brought about a situation 
of such great significance in the international sphere 
as that which now exists. To say, as some newspapers 
do, that the Egyptian-Syrian union is a blow to the 
spread of Communist influence in the Middle East is 
sheer nonsense — and dangerous nonsense at that. It 
is also at least premature to say that the Jordan-Iraq 
Federation will prove to be an effective countermeasure. 

Since early 1956 the once seemingly valueless Sahara 
has become the center of active international interest, 
with the discovery of oil and other minerals which 
promise great wealth. While oil prospecting has only 
been carried out at a few points in the Sahara, results 
have so far exceeded all expectations. 


This exploration of the Sahara has led to the dis- 
covery of other important minerals — iron ore (at 
Gara Djebilet in Western Algeria and the Fort Gou- 
rand area of Mauretania); coal (south of Colomb- 
Bechar); tin (in the Niger territory); manganese (at 
Guettara); copper (at Akjoujt); uranium and wolfram 
(in the Hoggar massif); and others. New discoveries 
are being made almost every day. Particularly important 
is the large amount of water under the desert, which 
lies only 100 feet down, under strong pressure in many 
places. The underground water table is wide in extent 
and the prospecting camps at Hassi Messaoud, Hassi 
R’Mel and Edjele have no water problem. Large-scale 
human settlements are said to be perfectly feasible for 
this reason. 





The foregoing is the one hundred and forty-eighth presenta- 
tion of excerpts from “Intelligence Digest — A Review of World 
Affairs” by Kenneth de Courcy, published in Destiny by special 
arrangement with the author. 

Readers desiring the complete “Intelligence Digest” may obtain 
it by subscription at $12.00 a year, through Destiny Publishers, 
Merrimac, Mass., in which case it will come to you direct by mail 
as soon as printed.—Eb. 
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LET THE TRUTH PREVAIL 


By HOWARD B. RAND 








HEN CERTAIN deductions are 
WV finally drawn from _ what- 

ever is taken as the premise 
of an argument concerning Scrip- 
tural matters, the conclusion reached 
is invariably accepted eventually as 
incontrovertible truth. Thereafter, it 
becomes almost impossible to change 
the point of view of those who have 
embraced it; and this is especially 
so if those findings have been ofh- 
cially adopted as a doctrine. Every 
effort is made to maintain the ac- 
cepted opinion, regardless of later 
evidence which may be brought to 
bear, exposing the untenableness of 
the foundation on which that doc- 
trine may rest. 


For some reason or other, after a 
doctrine is once established, it seems 
to become a thing apart from the 
original process involved in bring- 
ing it into being. The doctrine it- 
self becomes a cardinal truth, and 
the process by which it was evolved 
is no longer treated as fundamental 
to its acceptance. This becomes mere- 
ly the scaffolding, as it were, to be 
discarded as of no more use upon 
the completion of the findings estab- 
lishing the doctrine. 


Even when an exposure of dis- 
crepancies in the premise on which 
the doctrine rests is brought for- 
ward, the introduction of facts which 
ought to be considered is usually 
treated with contempt because it 
would impugn that which has been 
long accepted as truth. In the judg- 
ment of many it comes very near to 
bordering on the sacrilegious to 
challenge the accuracy of a doctrine 
that has the endorsement of scholars 
and is therefore taken for granted to 
be true throughout the Christian 
world. One would think all those 
who are interested in the truth 
would welcome new evidence bring- 
ing out facts previously undiscerned, 
but often this is not true where doc- 
trines are involved. Because it means 
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the upsetting of theories for many 
years promulgated as statements of 
truth, the tendency is to ignore, if 
not to openly oppose, the new find- 
ings. 

Yet, in spite of this attitude, let 
us make bold to examine anew the 
foundation on which the presently 
accepted view rests regarding the 
genealogy of Mary, the mother of 
Jesus. While we cannot expect any- 
thing more than adverse reaction 
from those of so-called orthodox per- 
suasion, we believe there will be 
those who will welcome this presen- 
tation of new light on old paths. 


Premise Important 


In the genealogy given in the first 
chapter of Matthew’s Gospel, Jecho- 
nias (variously called, Jeconiah, 
Coniah or Jehoiachin) is named, 
for he was in the royal line of the 
kings of Judah. However, because of 
their interpretation of pronounce- 
ments made by the Prophet Jere- 
miah concerning him, Bible scholars 
have maintained that his name can- 
not appear in the genealogical line 
of Jesus Christ. Mary’s ancestry, so 
they claim, was from David through 
Nathan, since God rejected Coniah 
(Jechonias). But does the evidence 
sustain their position? 


What if there is a flaw in their 
premise, making the _ conclusion 
erroneous? If the doctrine promul- 
gated does not conform in every par- 
ticular with the facts set forth in the 
Scriptures, then that doctrine is 
spurious. 


Ancestry of Mary 


It is of paramount importance in 
the first place to establish which 
genealogical table in the New Testa- 
ment — Matthew’s or Luke’s — is 
the one giving the ancestry of Mary, 
the mother of Jesus. We are repub- 
lishing elsewhere in this issue the 


documentation of research published 
under the title, ““The Genealogy of 
Jesus the Messiah,” which originally 
appeared in Destiny for November 
1941. This should be carefully re- 
read in connection with the facts 
being brought out here in regard to 
the ancestry of Jesus Christ our 
Lord. The systematic array of evi- 
dence in that article, also discussed 
in “Which Genealogy?,” Destiny for 
October 1946, and reprinted as the 
Appendix in Study in Jeremiah, 
clearly demonstrates that the genea- 
logical table given by Matthew is 
that of Jesus Christ, through His 
mother, Mary, while Luke records 
the genealogical line of Joseph, the 
husband of Mary. This, we realize 
at the outset, is wholly at variance 
with the presently accepted view as 
taught throughout Christendom. 

The opening sentence of Mat- 
thew’s Gospel states: ““The book of 
the generation of Jesus Christ, the 
son of David, the son of Abraham.” 
Thus, Matthew definitely asserts that 
he is giving the genealogy of Jesus 
Christ. This, then, would be the 
ancestral line of Mary, . Jesus’ 
mother. Luke, on the other hand, is 
just as clear in stating that he is 
giving the genealogical line of 
Joseph, whose father was Heli 
(Luke 3: 23-38). 


Fourteen Generations 


We will concede, however, that 
two major problems arise for con- 
sideration in regard to Matthew’s 
genealogical table and these must be 
resolved on the basis of all the evi- 
dence that can be brought to bear 
upon them. In concluding the list 
given, Matthew makes this state- 
ment: 


“So all the generations from Abraham 
to David are fourteen generations; and 
from David until the carrying away 
into Babylon are fourteen generations; 
and from the carrying away into Baby- 
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lon unto Christ are fourteen genera- 
tions.” (Matt. 1: 17.) 


Here is a positive check and there 
is no doubt but that there was a 
special reason why Matthew was in- 
spired by the Holy Spirit to sum- 
marize his findings in this manner. 
This becomes evident when we ap- 
ply Matthew’s check and discover 
that in the listing which appears in 
our English translations of the Scrip- 
tures, there are indeed fourteen 
generations given in the first two 
groups, but only thirteen genera- 
tions given in the third group. 

Added to this is the problem pre- 
sented when it is stated in the 16th 
verse of Matthew's Gospel that 
“Jacob begat Joseph the husband of 
Mary,” whereas in Luke’s Gospel it 
is stated that Joseph, the husband 
of Mary, was “of Heli”; that is, Heli 
was Joseph’s father. Obviously there 
is a discrepancy here. 


Joseph’s Father 


Let us look first at Luke’s genea- 
logical table. The Greek word huzios, 
translated “son,” is not only used to 
designate a direct son of the parent, 
but it has also been used to indicate 
immediate and near relatives. There- 
fore, where the English translation 
of Luke 3: 23 is given as “the son of 
Joseph, which was the son of Heli,” 
Biblical scholars contend it may be 
assumed that this should be “Joseph, 
which was the son-in-law of Heli.” 
But they entirely overlook the fact 
that throughout this entire genea- 
logical table giving the father of 
each person named, from Joseph to 
Adam, the word huios is not used 
once. Rather, the table reads: “Jo- 
seph, which was of Heli, which was 
of Matthat, which was of Levi, etc.” 
Therefore, since the word hutos, 
which might be translated “son-in- 
law,” does not appear at all with 
reference to Joseph’s ancestry, the 
only correct reading of these verses 
would be that in each case father 
and son are given; that is, if Joseph 
was of Heli, then he was the son 
of Heli, just as it is true that Seth 
was of Adam because he was the son 
of Adam. We challenge any other 
handling of this account as illogical, 
irresponsible and deceptive. 


Since Heli was the father of Jo- 
seph, the husband of Mary, we must 
next deal with Matthew's genea- 
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logical table where the wording ap- 
pears: “And Jacob begat Joseph the 
husband of Mary... .’’ How did this 
discrepancy occur? Added to this is 
the necessity to determine why the 
third group includes only thirteen 
generations instead of fourteen as 
indicated in the next verse. 

All of this leads us to ask: Did 
Mary’s husband and father both 
have the same name? Is it possible 
that a copyist of the original manu- 
script, having in his mind that Jo- 
seph was Mary’s husband, as referred 
to in the 18th and 19th verses, inad- 
vertently inserted the word “hus- 
band” where the word “father” 
should have been placed in the 16th 
verse? If this is so, the entire verse 
should read: 


“And Jacob begat Joseph the father 
of Mary, of whom was born Jesus, who 
is called Christ.” 


This at once resolves the prob- 
lems involved in regard to the genea- 
logical tables given by Matthew and 
Luke, for Matthew's table is the 
genealogy of Jesus Christ, as he 
states, and Luke’s is the genealogical 
line of Joseph, Mary’s husband, as 
he states. There is no longer a dis- 
crepancy concerning the name of the 
father of Mary’s husband and, more 
important, we have the fourteen 
generations required for the third 
group as given in Matthew 1: 17. If 
it were correct to list Joseph as the 
husband of Mary in the 16th verse, 
there would be only thirteen genera- 
tions in the third group, but if the 
Joseph listed is Mary’s father, then 
there are fourteen generations. 


Ruling in Judab 


Now let us turn to the genea- 
logical table of Matthew in which 
we find Jechonias (Coniah) given as 
an ancestor of Jesus through Mary. 
Much is made by scholars of the 
Divine pronouncement through 
Jeremiah the Prophet that Coniah’s 
seed would never prosper sitting 
upon the throne of David and rul- 
ing any more in Judah (Jer. 22: 30). 
Actually Judah never again had a 
king of the line of David sitting 
upon the throne ruling over them 
after the Babylonian Captivity. That 
the Throne of David was never 
again to be restored over Judah, fol- 
lowing the Babylonian Captivity of 
the House of Judah, is made quite 


clear by inference in the later pro- 
nouncement: 


“David shall never want a man to sit 
upon the throne of the house of Israel 
[not Judah].” (Jer. 33: 17.) 


Even while Coniah was alive and 
in Babylon, where sons were born to 
him, the House of Judah ceased to 
be a kingdom and the Throne of 
David was no longer established 
over it. With the line of Coniah 
specifically, and with the House of 
David in toto, none was to rule over 
Judah any more. From the day that 
Coniah was told that none of his 
seed would prosper ruling any more 
in Judah, and Jeremiah proclaimed 
that only over the House of Israel 
would a man of the line of David 
rule continually, there has been no 
throne in the Kingdom of Judah 
that could be occupied by a king. In 
fact, the Kingdom of Judah itself no 
longer existed. 

When writing Study in Jeremiah, 
we recognized the truth of the above 
assertions and this brought about a 
re-examination of the entire scope of 
God’s dealings with the descendants 
of the House of David and the line 
of descent from that House to Mary 
and to her husband Joseph. The re- 
sults of that research led to the find- 
ings published in that book in re- 
gard to Coniah and the place he 
occupied in the Divine plan. 


There was only one conclusion to 
which we could arrive. Coniah has 
been greatly maligned by those who 
have failed to understand God's 
purpose in allowing him and his 
family to be taken captive to Baby- 
lon. In Study in Jeremiah all of this 
is discussed in detail, from which 
book the following is quoted: 


“The judgments pronounced against 
Jerusalem for her evil came upon the 
city as history shows and the nobles and 
princes and many of the people were 
carried away to Babylon before the final 
desolation that ended in the destruction 
of the city itself. Jeremiah turned to 
declare certain things concerning Co- 
niah, or Jehoiachin, the son of Jehoia- 
kim: 

“*As I live, saith the Lord, though 
Coniah the son of Jehoiakim king of 
Judah were the signet upon my right 
hand, yet would I pluck thee thence; 
And I will give thee into the hand of 
them that seek thy life, and into the 
hand of them whose face thou fearest, 
even into the hand of Nebuchadnezzar 
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king of Babylon, and into the hand of 
the Chaldeans. And I will cast thee out, 
and thy mother that bare thee [II Kings 
24: 15], into another country, where ye 
were not born; and there shall ye die. 
But to the land whereunto they desire 
to return, thither shall they not return.’ 
(Jer. 22: 24-27.) 

“This is exactly what came to pass 
and Nebuchadnezzar did carry Coniah 
(Jehoiachin) with his mother and 
family to Babylon. None of them re- 
turned from the land of their captors 
to Palestine again. 

“Now a signet ring upon the right 
hand, bearing the name or seal of its 
owner, when given into the care of an- 
other, has as its objective the accom- 
plishment of a definite and extremely 
important purpose. The removal of 
Coniah to another land with his family 
was as essential to God’s plans in pre- 
serving the line of our Lord as the re- 
moval of Joseph to Egypt was essential 
for the preservation of his father’s house- 
hold. Through Jeremiah God declares 
that the accomplishment of His plans 
is so important that, if Coniah were 
His signet ring, he would still be given 
to Nebuchadnezzar and taken to Baby- 
lon. 

“The entire thinking of the ecclesi- 
astical schools and the literature written 
about Coniah needs drastic revision be- 
cause of the absolute failure to recognize 
the important part this man of the royal 
line of David was destined to play. Co- 
niah has been woefully maligned as an 
evil man who suffered a fate comparable 
to his wickedness when actually God 
removed him from Palestine to protect 
and preserve the family line of our 
Lord. 

“Jeremiah continues: 

“‘Is this man Coniah a despised 
broken idol? Is he a vessel wherein is 
no pleasure? Wherefore are they cast 
out, he and his seed, and are cast into 
a land which they know not?’ (Jer. 
22: 28.) 

“These are very pertinent questions 
and are being asked for a particular 
reason. The very fact that Jeremiah 
raised the issues involved in these ques- 
tions should put the reader immediately 
on guard that Coniah’s immediate 
family was not the hopeless and de- 
spised line that Bible scholars and stu- 
dents have assumed. 

“Ferrar Fenton translates: 

“Is this man Koniah a contemptible 
broken pot? Or a thing in which there 
is no use? Why do they throw him, and 
his race away, and fling to a land which 
they know not?” 

“The answer is no. He and his line 
were not contemptible, nor a part of 
the broken pot or vessel to which Jere- 
miah had likened Judah which had be- 
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come unusable. God was to use Coniah 
and his descendants and there was a 
definite plan to this end which was 
aided by his being carried away to 
Babylon. There he and his house were 
preserved and his seed kept from dis- 
aster and destruction so that at the end 
of seventy years of captivity they might 
return to Palestine. For it was of that 
branch of the Royal House of David 
that our Lord came! 

“Further light is shed on Jehoiachin’s 
(Coniah’s) state in the land of his cap- 
tors in the following: 

““And it came to pass in the seven 
and thirtieth year of the captivity of 
Jehoiachin king of Judah, in the 
twelfth month, in the five and twentieth 
day of the month, that Evil-merodach 
king of Babylon in the first year of his 
reign lifted up the head of Jehoiachin 
king of Judah, and brought him forth 
out of prison, and spake kindly unto 
him, and set his throne above the throne 
of the kings that were with him in 
Babylon, and changed his prison gar- 
ments: and he did continually eat bread 
before him all the days of his life. And 
for his diet, there was a continual diet 
given him of the king of Babylon, every 
day a portion until the day of his death, 
all the days of his life.’ (Jer. 52: 31-34.) 

“Why is this account of Jehoiachin’s 
good treatment given? The answers to 
the questions propounded by Jeremiah 
give the reason and, because the state- 
ment following these questions has been 
completely misunderstood, men have 
jumped to the conclusion that because 
God ordered Jeremiah to pronounce Co- 
niah childless, insofar as a succession of 
rulers upon the throne of David ruling 
over Judah was concerned, that God 
had rejected him and his seed alto- 
gether. Jeremiah said: 

“*O earth, earth, earth, hear the word 
of the Lord. Thus saith the Lord, Write 
ye this man childless, a man that shall 
not prosper in his days: for no man of 
his seed shall prosper, sitting upon the 
throne of David, and ruling any more 
in Judah.’ (Jer. 22: 29-30.) 

“The fact that Coniah would not 
prosper in his day and no man of his 
seed would rule any more in Judah is 
in itself evidence that he was not liter- 
ally childless. The record states other- 
wise (I Chron. 3: 17-18), for he had 
seven sons. However, insofar as a suc- 
cessor on the throne of David ruling 
over Judah was concerned, he was, for 
the record, childless. 

“In the line of our Lord, Matthew 
mentions Jechonias (Coniah) and his 
son Salathiel, and those who reason 
that, because of Jeremiah’s statement, 
Coniah could not possibly be an ances- 
tor of our Lord forget that the curse of 
childlessness applied only to ‘sitting 


upon the throne of David and ruling 
any more in Judah.’ 

“The Jews themselves refused to allow 
Jesus to rule over them and when He 
referred to their attitude, He mentioned 
those citizens who hated Him and who 
were declaring, “We will not have this 
man to reign over us’ (Luke 19: 14). 

“No man of the line of Coniah was 
acceptable to the Jews, not even Jesus 
Christ, and so they rejected Him. When 
He returns to take over the reins of 
government He will receive as a gift, 
not by right of descent from the reign- 
ing line, the throne of His father David: 

““And the Lord God shall give unto 
him the throne of his father David: 
And he shall reign over the house of 
Jacob [not Judah] for ever; and of his 
kingdom there shall be no end.’ (Luke 
1: 32-33.) 

“From the time of Coniah to the 
present day there has been no man of 
the line of David ruling on a throne 
over the House of Judah. The nearest 
they came to receiving a king was the 
occasion when Jesus presented Himself 
to the Nation of the Jews, but they re- 
fused to accept Him as their King. 

“By a careful analysis of Jeremiah’s 
Statements we discover, then, that Co- 
niah and his family were not the de- 
spised and rejected branch of David's 
line as has been so universally taught. 
He was taken from prison and later in 
Babylon was well treated, being pro- 
tected from the ravages of war which en- 
veloped Palestine and destroyed all the 
males of the seed royal when King 
Zedekiah’s sons were slain and he was 
taken captive. How the reigning line of 
the House of David was preserved after 
the death of Zedekiah in Babylon is 
still another chapter in this fascinating 
story.” (Study in Jeremiah,* pp. 123- 
128.) 


The acceptance of these Scriptural 
facts will indeed invalidate much of 
the literature that has been pub- 
lished about Coniah. It will also 
make obsolete all the present genea- 
logical charts, due to the error of 
failing to recognize that the genea- 
logical table of Matthew is that of 
the virgin Mary through her father 
Joseph, while that of Luke gives the 
genealogy of her husband Joseph. 


Resolving a Predicament 


We are aware it is asking a great 
deal of those who have finally ac- 
quired a belief to expect them to 
take kindly to having their position 


(Continued on page 94) 





*$3.50 postpaid. Destiny Publishers, Merri- 
mac, Mass. 
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THROES OF CHASTISEMENT 


By William O. Lay, Jr. 








March 5, 1958 


IVIL WAR in Indonesia, ugly deterioration of the 
( French position in North Africa, mergers and 

counter-mergers among the Mideast Arab states 
all underscored the acceleration of events as the world 
neared the cataclysmic age-closing months. Yet it was 
only the alert few who were able to discern the supreme 
import of the deepening crisis. Sputniks, economic re- 
cession and rocket tests in America, furor over missile 
sites in England, preoccupied the average citizen and 
precluded any searching speculation on the long-range 
implications of the global impasse. 

Reporting from London in late February, the New 
York Herald Tribune columnist Joseph Alsop stated, 
“The Middle Eastern problem . . . looks like growing 
desperate.” He went on to say that the Iraqi strong 
man, Nuri Pasha, had recently been in London to 
“repeat his anguished warnings that the Kremlin 
would soon play the anti-Israeli ace, which will in turn 
take every trick in the Arab pack.” 

An assertion so graphic cannot fail to electrify the 
student of Scriptural prophecy, emphasizing as it does 
the speed with which the precise previsions of the 
Biblical seers are being translated into headlines. Day 
by day the brewing climax nears the transcendent mo- 
ment when a sudden Soviet move cues the awesome 
Holy Land scenes at which the issue of world domina- 
tion will be determined for all time. 

As moves preliminary to the climax took place, 
Divine time-measures marking each testified to its im- 
portance and underscored its significance in unfolding 
the larger pattern of global assessment and judgment. 
The partition of Palestine, British evacuation of Aba- 
dan and Suez and Ceylon, the setting up of the Zionist 
state in Palestine and Nasser’s seizure of the Suez Canal 
were just a few of these outstanding mileposts on the 
road to the supreme crisis-point of human history. Now, 
with the finale already shaping up, the time-cycles 
form striking patterns of unprecedented clarity and 
urgency. 

The January 29 Soviet-Egyptian economic agreement, 
falling on the solar terminal of 1600 days (space or 
extent of judgment) after Russia announced her first 
H-bomb test, was also marked by a sequence of 286-day 
displacement factors. It came 2 x 286 days after July 
6, 1956 when Great Britain gave up her air and naval 
bases in Ceylon. This date was both 1600 days solar 
after the January 26, 1952 “Black Saturday” anti- 
foreign riots in Egypt and 7 x 120 days solar (warning 
perfected) after Nasser became the military governor 
of Egypt on March 7, 1954. As noted last month, the 
January 29 Soviet-Egyptian agreement also fell 286 days 
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before November 11, 1958, which closes a forty-year 
generation after the 1918 Armistice (top of Chart VII). 
The Crown Prince of Yemen announced on Febru- 
ary 6 that he had reached full accord with Egyptian 
President Nasser on the “broad principles” of a plan 
to link his kingdom with the new Egyptian-Syrian 
state. This was precisely 1290 days (desolation) after 
July 27, 1954 when Great Britain agreed to evacuate 
the Suez Canal Zone. February 6 also fell 1040 days 
lunar (fruition) after April 18, 1955 when the Bandung 
Conference of Afro-Asian leaders opened (Chart IX). 
Finally, Yemen’s adherence to the new Arab Republic 
came on the solar terminal of 2 x 286 days (displace- 
ment) after Britain gave up her bases in Ceylon. 


In Indonesia, meanwhile, a junta of “young colonels” 
and former political leaders proclaimed an anti-Com- 
munist “Revolutionary Government” for the Island of 
Sumatra in opposition to the Red-tainted Jakarta re- 
gime of President Sukarno. This too fell appropriately 
on the fruition terminal linking to the opening of the 
Bandung Conference (Chart IX). 

North African tension flared uglily following a raid 
in which French planes bombed and machine-gunned 
a Tunisian village near the Algerian frontier. The 
Tunisian area raided was a sanctuary for Algerian 
rebels and harbored antiaircraft guns which had twice 
within hours fired upon and damaged French recon- 
naissance planes across the border. 

The French raid occurred exactly 1290 days (deso- 
lation) after July 29, 1954 when the House of Com- 
mons approved Britain’s withdrawal from Suez. And 
a solar interval of 420 days extends from the February 
8 raid to April 10, 1959. This outstanding terminal 
will be 6 x 286 days (displacement) after Commons 
approved the Suez withdrawal and 1600 plus 1290 plus 
1260 days (judgment, desolation and tribulation) after 
the UN voted to partition Palestine. The 420 time- 
factor, one-sixth of the Biblical trial or probation 
period (2520 days), unfolds successive phases of judg- 
ment upon the human world order numerically sym- 
bolized by six (bottom of Chart VII). The interval of 
six times 286 days suggests that April 10, 1959 will 
bring events hastening the displacement of the human 
world order. Following the pattern back farther, note 
that an interval of 666 days (an intensive form of 6), 
combined with the 1600 judgment factor, separated 
July 29, 1954 from the British evacuation of Palestine. 
This stressed that the July 1954 Commons action was a 
fateful step in bringing judgment upon the human 
world order. 

Persistent Russian tub-thumping for a new summit 
conference bore fruit on February 10 when British 
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Prime Minister Macmillan announced that he was 
willing to participate in a well-prepared East-West 
parley to preserve world peace. Significantly, the date 
fell precisely 666 plus 286 days lunar after the Geneva 
“Summit” Conference opened on July 18, 1955. These 
time-factors plainly attest that any ‘new venture into 
the quicksands of top-level conferences with the Soviet 
Union will only hasten displacement of the present 
world order. 

February 10 also fell 2 x 286 days lunar after July 
26, 1956 when Egypt seized the Suez Canal. 

In retaliation for the French raid on Sakiet Sidi 
Youssef, the Tunisian government closed the French 
naval base harbor at Bizerte to French warships and 
threatened to fire on any trying to slip into port. The 
February 11 move came 1290 days lunar (desolation) 
after August 20, 1954 when Greece appealed to the UN 
for a vote on the future status of Cyprus. 

A federal union of Iraq and Jordan was the first 
Arab counteraction to the merger of Egypt and Syria. 
The “Arab Federation” announced by Kings Faisal and 
Hussein on February 14 left in doubt the future of 
Iraq’s participation in the American-supported Bagh- 
dad Pact. 

An outstanding “birth travail” pattern marked the 
proclamation of the Iraq-Jordan union. It came 7 x 
270 days after December 12, 1952 when the UN de- 
feated the Asian-Arab plan for Tunisia. An additional 
interval of 270 days, extending forward from the Jor- 
dan-Iraq merger, terminates on November 11, 1958. 
This date closes a forty-year generation after the 1918 
Armistice. 

February 14 also fell 1600 (judgment) plus two days 
after Spain granted bases to the United States on Sep- 
tember 26, 1953 and 4 x 390 days (Israel’s chastisement) 
after November 7, 1953 when Greece, Turkey and 
Yugoslavia set up a Balkan Defense Pool. A 420-day 
interval, extending forward from February 14, termi- 
nates on the outstanding April 10, 1959 chronological 
milepost, which will be 1600 plus 1290 plus 1260 days 
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after the UN voted to partition Palestine. The whole 
neatly-interlocking pattern may be studied in detail 
on Chart VII. 

A new government for all Indonesia was proclaimed 
on February 15 by rebel army colonels. This was ex- 
actly 420 days after the December 22, 1956 army coup 
in Sumatra. February 15 also fell 286 days (displace- 
ment) after May 5, 1957 when pro-Red candidates 
scored victories in Syrian elections. A second 286-day 
interval extends from February 15 to November 28, 
1958. This date will be 1260 (tribulation) plus 666 
days after the August 20, 1953 King’s Chamber terminal 
when Russia announced her first H-bomb test. 

In Washington, meanwhile, the United States granted 
an additional 98 million dollars in aid to support the 
“independent” Communist regime of Polish party 
leader Gomulka. 

President Nasser, the dictator of the Nile, turned 
his attention southward on February 18 as Egypt 
bluntly demanded that Sudan withdraw its troops from 
two disputed areas on the Sudanese side of the Egyp- 
tian border. Once again this new Mideast crisis boiled 
up on a date of striking chronological correlations. It 
fell 1260 days solar (tribulation) after the August 20, 
1954 Greek appeal for a UN vote on the future of 
Cyprus and 2 x 286 days after Nasser seized the Suez 
Canal. February 18 was also 390 days (Israel’s chastise- 








ment) after January 24, 1957 when the arrival of addi- 
tional Soviet “experts” in Egypt was reported. 

A solar 420-day interval extending forward from 
February 18 terminates on April 20, 1959. This remark- 
able date will be 1040 days (fruition) after British 
forces evacuated the Suez Canal Zone, 4 x 1040 days 
after the UN voted to partition Palestine and 666 days 
after June 23, 1957 when Soviet warships used the 
Suez Canal for the first time since World War I days. 

Also on February 18, Representative Clarence Can- 
non publicized a Navy warning that Russia could use 
missile ships disguised as innocent merchant vessels to 
stage a “decisive” atomic attack on the United States. 
Additional time-factors tie this warning into the atomic 
pattern. It came 2 x 2300 days (cleansing of the sanc- 
tuary) after the United States first tested an A-bomb 
on July 16, 1945. The February 18 warning also fell 
1260 days solar after a top Defense Department advisor 
declared that the H-bomb had become an “unmeasur- 
able” peril to civilization (Chart VIII). 

Red China announced on February 19 that it would 
withdraw its “volunteer” forces from North Korea 
without insisting that UN troops pull out from the 
south. This was exactly 1290 days solar (desolation) 
after the July 20-21, 1954 Indo-China armistice and 
286 days solar (displacement) after Reds won the 
Syrian election on May 5, 1957. Meanwhile, Egypt an- 
nounced that talks aimed at settling the explosive 
border dispute with the Sudan had failed. 

Voters in Egypt and Syria formally approved the 
United Arab Republic on February 21. And in Su- 
matra, the Indonesian central government opened 
military operations against the revolutionary regime 
with a two-plane bombing raid. These events fell 1040 
days (fruition) after the Bandung Conference of Afro- 
Asian leaders opened on April 18, 1955. February 21 
was also 420 days solar after December 22, 1956, which 
brought both the army coup on Sumatra and the de- 
parture of Anglo-French forces from Suez. An addi- 
tional solar 420 interval extends forward from Febru- 
ary 21 to April 23, 1959. This outstanding terminal 
will be 6 x 666 days after the Zionist state was pro- 
claimed (Chart IX). 

The United States and Great Britain announced on 
February 24 that they had agreed to set up Thor missile 
bases in England. This was precisely 11 x 1335 days 
after British forces entered Jerusalem on December 11, 
1917. Eleven is the number of disorder or disintegra- 
tion, while 1335 has the dual significance of blessing 
upon the Kingdom-nucleus Israel peoples and judg- 
ment upon the heathen “goat” nations who oppose 
them. The February 24 missile base agreement also fell 
1600 days solar after the September 15, 1953 Soviet- 
Chinese economic agreement and 666 plus 286 days 
after the Geneva “Summit” Conference opened (top 
of Chart VIII). 

Federation of Yemen with the United Arab Republic 
was announced on March 2 in a joint statement by 
Egyptian President Nasser and Yemen’s Crown Prince 
Mohamed AI-Badr. The step was taken 1290 days (deso- 
lation) after Greece’s August 1954 appeal for a Cyprus 
vote and 1040 (fruition) plus 1290 days after Egypt 
abrogated her Suez and Sudan treaties with Great 
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Britain on October 15, 1951. March 2 also fell 286 days 
before December 13, 1958, which will be 1600 days 
(judgment) after Great Britain agreed to evacuate 
Suez (lower half of Chart VIII). 

Within the space of a brief article, only the chrono- 
logical highlights may be touched upon. Much addi- 
tional enlightenment may be gleaned from the charts. 
Considerable insight into the precision unfoldment of 
the judgment process, for instance, may be gained if 
each instance in which the 1600 judgment factor ap- 
pears on the accompanying charts is sought out. Simi- 
larly with 1290, 666 and other time-measures. 

Reports from many sources agree that confusion, in- 
decision and even defeatism are rife among all Western 
governments. This is inevitable, and will become more 
conspicuous as the crisis deepens. The future holds only 
travail and trembling so long as America and Britain, 
ignoring their spiritual heritage, blindly grope for a 
man-made way out of their extremity. 

There is no defeatism or despair once the Israel 
identity of the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples is taken into 
account. Only chastisement is on the agenda, not anni- 
hilation. And the future for the cleansed, restored na- 
tions far surpasses any glories of past ages. 





“Sing and rejoice, O daughter of Zion: for, lo, I come, 
and I will dwell in the midst of thee, saith the Lorp. And 
many nations shall be joined to the Lorp in that day, and 
shall be my people: and I will dwell in the midst of thee, 
and thou shalt know that the Lorp of hosts hath sent me 
unto thee.” (Zech. 2: 10-11.) 


The quickening pace of events testifies that the 
severest phase of judgment and the most agonizing 
throes of chastisement are all but upon the spiritually- 
unversed multitudes of the Western world. Compulsion 
from on high will be applied until the shambles of 
man’s materialistic global rat’s-nest has been super- 
seded by the harmony and perfection of the original 
Divine design. 
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The Genealogy of Jesus the Messiah 


According to St. Matthew 
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Editorial Note: This article, dealing with the genealogy of Mary, the mother of Jesus Christ, was originally published over 
fifty years ago by Professor C. A. L. Totten. We are republishing it in this issue knowing it will cause some controversy, 
particularly because the genealogical record of Luke has been accepted as that of Mary. Nevertheless, let us be mindful 
that, regardless of which genealogical table is selected as that of the mother of our Lord, certain difficulties must be over- 
come. 

The list given by Luke names Jesus as the supposed son of Joseph, of Heli, of Matthat, etc. The words “the son” in 
the King James Version, after being used in mentioning Jesus as the son, “as was supposed,” of Joseph, are not again used 
in the original text. Instead, it reads as we have given it above. Because this is so, the marginal note that gives “son-in- 
law” for “son” is immediately brought into question. 

The objection to accepting the genealogical table as given by Matthew as that of Mary has been Jeremiah’s statement 
that Jeconiah, or Coniah as he is sometimes called, was to be written childless in so far as any of his seed prospering, sit- 
ting upon the Throne of David, was concerned (Jer. 22: 29-30). The contention is that Jesus could not be of this line. 
Here again one fact is overlooked in that Jeremiah limits the operation of this curse to “ruling any more in Judah.” Thus 
it does not operate against Coniah’s line except over the kingdom of Judah. History has verified the accuracy of this pre- 











diction. 


The fact that Jesus was to be a Branch out of the root of Jesse (Isa. 11: 1) indicates that He was not in the trunk line 
of descent. This is borne out by the Angel’s statement to Mary that God would give unto Him the throne of His father 
David (Luke 1: 32). Thus, the throne will come to Him as a gift.—Epb. 


T THE very beginning of the 
A New Testament one is con- 
fronted with a serious prob- 
lem, the satisfactory solution of 
which does not appear to be gen- 
erally known. Indeed, so little are 
we in the habit of critically reading 
the Scriptures that the mere exis- 
tence of this difficulty seems hardly 
to be known; or, if known, is not 
appreciated for its importance by 
many Bible readers. Few students 
have felt such a real concern for the 
integrity of the Bible as to keep 
them seated at the threshold of each 
particular difficulty until it was 
cleared away to their own satisfac- 
tion and the solution so formulated 
made clear to others who might be 
equally concerned for truth. 

We refer at present to the gene- 
alogy of Jesus Christ, that purports 
to have been given by St. Matthew,* 
but which (as transmitted to us in 
the current translations of the exist- 
ing manuscripts) not only does not 
satisfactorily harmonize with the 
other list purporting to have been 
given by St. Luke,+ but is in active 
disagreement with itself. The record, 
as it stands at present in our version 
of St. Matthew (Matt. 1: 15-16) 


*Matt. 1: 1-17. 
tLuke 3: 23-38. 
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makes Jacob to have been the father 
of that Joseph who was the husband 
of Mary, the mother of our Lord. 
While that in St. Luke (Luke 3: 23) 
makes Heli to have been the father 
of Joseph, the “supposed father” of 
Jesus. Thus neither of them, as they 
now stand, gives the genealogy of 
the virgin Mary and they disagree 
between themselves as to who was 
the father of Joseph. 


But further than this, the accepted 
text of St. Matthew enumerates 40 
fathers, and 40 sons, or 41 genera- 
tions from Abraham to Christ inclu- 
sive, and verse 17 sets out to “check” 
the list by stating that it naturally 
subdivides into three several groups 
of 14 generations each, specifying 
the groups. Now 41 cannot be sub- 
divided into three consecutive 
groups of 14, because 41 — 14 = 
2 13/14! It would require 42 (= 3 
< 14) generations to subdivide into 
three consecutive groups of 14 gen- 
erations each. Nor can the arrange- 
ments into three groups of 14 each 
be effected by overlapping, for the 
first group being 14 generations 
from Abraham to David, inclusive; 
the second group (to be consistent) 
would also have to be reckoned 
from David to Josiah inclusive to 
make just 14; while the third simi- 


lar group, from Josiah to Joseph, 
inclusive, would fall short by one 
of including Christ! Now as sure as 
Abraham is the first generation in 
the first group of 14, so sure is 
Christ intended to be the 14th gen- 
eration of the third group of 14 
generations, and mathematics, as 
limited by the plain conditions of 
verse 17, will not compass it on the 
premises recorded in our present 
version! 


Manifestly there is something 
wrong with the text as it stands at 
present. 


It should be well known to care- 
ful readers of the Scriptures that St. 
Matthew omits three generations be- 
tween Joram and Uzziah (to wit: 
Ahaziah, Joash and Amaziah, I 
Chron. 3: 11-12); and that one gen- 
eration is also omitted between Jo- 
siah and Jeconiah (to wit: Jehoia- 
kim, I Chron. 3: 15-16). But this is 
not generic to our present discussion 
which is to arrive at three groups of 
14, using those names only which 
are given in the text. We have no 
doubt that St. Matthew had a speci- 
fic object in omitting these four 
generations from his list, nor do we 
doubt that the list, as prepared by 
him, was agreeable to the “check” 
he purposely placed upon it. What 
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in all probability, therefore, was the 
correct arrangement of St. Matthew's 
list? 


Before we answer, for ourselves at 
least, let us invite attention to the 
fact that the difficulties we have 
touched upon have been variously 
explained in the Commentaries. The 
physical necessity of securing a pedi- 
gree for the virgin Mary is apparent 
to all, and has led Christians from 
the earliest times to take one or the 
other of these two lines (St. Mat- 
thew’s or St. Luke’s) as hers, de 
facto. The choice, based merely we 
believe upon the misjudgment of 
very ancient critics, has fallen upon 
the line traced by St. Luke, and ac- 
cordingly Heli is generally taken to 
have been Mary’s actual father, al- 
though expressly stated by St. Luke 
to have been Joseph’s! Now, both 
Jacob and Heli (in the two lists as 
at present accepted) being so stated, 
either one of them, in so far as a 
mere choice goes, would have an- 
swered the requirements, other 
things being equal. But the matter 
demands more than a mere choice 
in similar premises, for there are 
specific conditions to be satisfied in 
one case, and none in the other, and 
we calmly believe that the selection 
should have been absolutely re- 
versed. 


In one case or the other, Joseph, 
the reputed father of our Lord, must 
have been the mere son-in-law of the 
line cited. For instance, whichever 
of the lines was actually that of 
Mary, in that line Joseph, her hus- 
band, was a son-in-law of her father, 
and the chances are that tradition 
has discomforted the actual facts in 
the genealogical premises quite as 
much as it has in the chronological 
ones. The fact is, wherever mere 
“tradition” has formulated a dog- 
matic mode of thought, there our 
own experience in the search for 
“buried facts” has taught us to look 
out for error! 


But before proceeding further let 
us examine the first 17 verses of 
Matthew, as found at present in the 
text as it has been received by us, 
so that we may perceive its own in- 
ternal incompatibility, to wit: 


(1) A Register of the Lineage of Jesus 
Christ, Son of David, Son of Abraham. 


I. (2) Abraham 1, begat Isaac 2; 
Isaac 2, begat Jacob 3; 


92 





Jacob 3, begat Judah 4 and 
his brothers; 

(3) Judah 4, begat Pharez 5 and 

Zarah by Tamar; 
Pharez 5, begat Hezron 6; 
Hezron 6, begat Ram 7; 

(4) Ram 7, begat Amminadab 8; 
Amminadab 8, begat Nashon 9; 
Nashon 9, begat Salmon 10; 

(5) Salmon 10, begat Boaz 11 by 

Rahab; 

Boaz 11, begat Obed 12 by 
Ruth; 

Obed 12, begat Jesse 13; 

(6) and Jesse 13, begat David 14 

the King; 
David 14, begat Solomon 1 by 
the (widow) of Uriah; 


II. (7) Solomon 1, begat Rehoboam 2; 
Rehoboam 2, begat Abijah 3; 
Abijah 3, begat Asa 4; 

(8) Asa 4, begat Jehoshaphat 5; 
Jehoshaphat 5, begat Jeho- 
ram 6; 
Jehoram 6, begat Uzziah 7; 
(9) Uzziah 7, begat Jotham 8; 
Jotham 8, begat Ahaz 9; 
Ahaz 9, begat Hezekiah 10; 
(10) Hezekiah 10, begat Manas- 
seh 11; 
Manasseh 11, begat Amon 12; 
Amon 12, begat Josiah 13; 
(11) and Josiah 13, begat Jechoniah 
14 and his brothers, near the 
carrying away to Babylon; 
(12) and after the carrying away to 
Babylon, Jechoniah 14, begat 
Salathiel 1; 


III. Salathiel 1, 
bel 2; 

(13) Zerrubbabel 2, begat Abiud 3; 
Abiud 3, begat Eliakim 4; 
Eliakim 4, begat Azor 5; 

(14) Azor 5, begat Zadoc 6; 

Zadoc 6, begat Achim 7; 
Achim 7, begat Eliud 8; 

(15) Eliud 8, begat Eleazar 9; 
Eleazar 9, begat Matthan 10; 
Matthan 10, begat Jacob 11; 

(16) and Jacob 11, begat Joseph 12, 

the husband of Mary, of 
whom was begotten Jesus 13 
who is named the Christ. 

(17) All the generations, then, from 

Abraham to David, are four- 
teen generations;* from Da- 
vid till the carrying away to 
Babylon, fourteen  genera- 
tions;+ and from (after) the 
carrying away to Babylon 
till the Messiah, fourteen 
generations.t 


begat Zerrubba- 


*Granted. Abraham to David inclusive. 

+Granted. Solomon to Jeconiah inclusive. 

tNot granted; the generations from Sala- 
thiel to Christ inclusive, as shown, are but 
13 generations, and 1 generation is missing 
from this particular third group, as set 
forth in the accepted text! 


Thus, as it stands, the count by 
groups of 14 fails by | generation 
in the last group and in no other 
group, for Mary and her husband 
must count as one generation; the 
twain being one before God and 
man, and can no more reasonably 
be counted as two generations, than 
one could justifiably count Jesus as 
one and Christ as another. Further- 
more, the count in the third group 
is a straight and reasonable one from 
Salathiel 1 to Joseph 12, so that the 
error (and error there manifestly is) 
must come thereafter, for two more 
generations are needed to complete 
the group and but one is indicated! 


By a reference to II Chronicles 22 
and following chapters, and to I 
Chronicles 3, it will be seen that the 
names of Ahaziah, Joash, and Ama- 
ziah, the immediate generations 
after Jehoram, are omitted in the 
text. This was done by St. Matthew, 
for cause, whatever it was, in order 
to preserve his count by 14’s to 
Jeconiah inclusive. We see no rea- 
son to introduce them into this par- 
ticular list, because they will not 
assist the solution by checking ac- 
cording to verse 17 as was Matthew’s 
evident intention. In some manu- 
scripts, the reading is “Josiah begat 
Jehoiakim, and Jehoiakim begat Je- 
choniah,” probably inserted to make 
up 42 generations in all as men- 
tioned in verse 17. Anderson, Dodd- 
ridge, Macknight, Clark, Shimeall 
and others adopt this reading. It is 
not found in the oldest Mss., and 
even if adopted, places the correc- 
tion where it is not needed! for the 
first two groups of 14 are perfectly 
fluent and correct as they now stand 
— that is, without Jehoiakim. 


To fetch about the check (para- 
doxically, as it were, by ignoring it!) 
Penn omits the 17th verse alto- 
gether! Newcome, Pearce and others 
regard it as a marginal gloss, intro- 
duced into the text by mistranscrib- 
ing; and so the controversy grows, 
concerning which the student may 
consult McClintock and _ Strong 
Topic, the “Genealogy of Our 
Lord.” The fact is, the record in 
St. Matthew is not plain as it stands, 
and whosoever reads it (for the pur- 
pose of understanding it) will be 
forced to offer to himself some sug- 
gestion or other in order to clear up 
its difficulties or resort to the contro- 
versialists — or, ignoring both, must 
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proceed in his investigation under 
the stress of a confusion at the very 
start. 

Now to our own mind the only 
solution that really meets the difh- 
culty has been proposed and 
adopted by William M. Page, the 
author of “New Light from Old 
Eclipses.” We quote it as follows: 


“In the Authorized Version (of Matt. 
1: 16), we find ‘the husband of Mary.’ 
If this reading of the passage is correct, 
then we have no real genealogy of 
Jesus, both being of Joseph. This is 
highly improbable, for it is not as neces- 
sary for us to be able to trace the gene- 
alogy of Joseph, as it is for us to know 
the true fleshly descent of our Lord* 
from David. 

“As St. Matthew wrote especially for 
the Hebrew converts who would not 
accept Jesus for the Messiah unless they 
knew that he was descended from 
David, as their Scriptures had foretold 
that he would be, it is highly probable 
that this list, properly rendered, shows 
the true descent of Jesus from David. 
Some unfortunate or careless copyist has 
made a mistake of one word,+ and thus 
thrown the whole into confusion; or, 
perhaps, some early authority, wise in 
his own conceit, knowing that the nar- 
rative, in another place, said that (a) 
Joseph was the husband of Mary, may 
have thought that he was doing God a 
service by correcting the original pass- 
age, which read: ‘Joseph the father of 


Mary.’ %” 


This supposition of Mr. Page is 
no more violent than the one com- 
monly accepted, to wit: that Heli 
was the father of Mary, he having 
been expressly stated by Luke to 
have been the father of Joseph, the 
“supposed father” of Jesus! It is as 
legitimate to elect the one explana- 
tion as the other, and it is logical, 
and in accordance with the laws of 
interpretation, to accept only that 
one which involves the fewest col- 
lateral objections, and satisfies the 
greater number of collateral condi- 
tions. 


“Whether by this or some other 
means the error crept into the text,” 





*Through his mother! 

7The copyists were, of course, no more in- 
spired than modern printers, or type- 
writers. The history of the Scriptures is 
filled with editions of the Scriptures which 
have had to be condemned because of 
misprints; for instance, “the Vinegar 
Bible,” and a host of others! Miscopies 
must have been far more numerous, and 
liable to occur, relatively, than misprints 
in our days. 
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continues Mr. Page, “it is certain 
that it is now there; for Matthew, 
as if to guard against the possibility 
of any omission in, or addition to, 
the list,* has stated the number of 
generations from Abraham to the 
Messiah. The three fourteens into 
which he divides them — from 
Abraham to David, from David to 
the Captivity, from the Captivity of 
Jesus — are not complete if we read 
‘Joseph the husband of Mary,’ but 
they are complete if we read ‘Joseph 
the father of Mary.’ 

“None of the manuscripts have 
any other reading than that which 
we find in the Authorized Version; 
nor has any other writer, so far as I 
know, offered the explanation above 
given; but the ease with which such 
a mistake could be made, and the 
clearness of the passage when the 
obvious error is corrected, form a 
sufficient reason for marking out a 
new line of thought in this connec- 
tion. The list as corrected is here 
appended: 


First Second Third 
Fourteen Fourteen Fourteen 
“Abraham, Solomon, Shelathiel, 
Isaac, Rehoboam, Zerubbabel, 
Jacob, Abijah, Abiud, 
Judah, Asa, Eliakim, 
Pharez, Jehoshaphat, Azor, 
Hezron, Joram, Zadoc, 
Ram, Uzziah, Achim, 
Amminadab, Jotham, Eliud, 
Nahshon, Ahaz, Eleazar, 
Salmon, Hezekiah, Matthan, 
Boaz, Manasseh, Jacob, 
Obed, Amon, Joseph, 
Jesse, Josiah, Mary, 
David. Jeconiah. Jesus.” 


Now for ourselves, we too adopt 
this correction, regarding it as essen- 
tial not only to the harmonization 
of the Gospels which we have set 
ourselves to put in order, but essen- 





*As he himself chose to formulate it. 
Some commentators who cling to the text 
as it now stands, maintain that the term 
“generation,” as used by St. Matthew, refers 
merely to a chronological period. If so, the 
time reckoned from the birth of Abraham 
to the birth of David is 913 years, and 
divided by 14 the period is 653/14; from 
the birth of David to that of Jeconias 468 
years, period 336/7; from the birth of 
Jeconias to that of Jesus, 608 years, period 
436/14, which several discordant periods 
have no obvious relation, either to each 
other, or to the broader terms subdivided, 
and they are neither whole numbers, nor 
familiar ones to sacred arithmography, and 
it appears to us, that the contention is 
frivolous, and unproductive of any chrono- 
logical or mathematical beauty! We reject 
it as insufficient to explain the premises. 


tial to the due establishment that 
Jesus Christ was David's son accord- 
ing to the flesh. After the manner of 
men he was surely born of Mary, 
who must be shown to have been a 
daughter of David, who was a son 
of Eve. There is far less violence 
done to the text by this correction 
than by the one ordinarily accepted; 
for if, according to this latter but 
rejected* solution, she was other 
than the mere daughter-in-law of 
Heli, she must have married either 
her brother, or her half-brother, 
which is repugnant. Otherwise, Jo- 
seph, the son of Heli, was merely so 
by adoption, or by virtue of his 
marriage, which cannot make him 
of the seed and lineage of David 
without a resort to additional sup- 
positions, and it would twice remove 
the claims of Jesus to Davidic origin 
to admit such a feature in the de- 
scent. 


Moreover there is no_ textual 
necessity to change the explicit 
record of St. Luke that Joseph, the 
husband of Mary, was the actual son 
of Heli. Even though all men agree 
to change that record, they can pro- 
duce no Scriptural warrant for their 
action, whereas there are two all- 
sufficient Scriptural reasons to cor- 
rect the record which now makes St. 
Matthew misstate that the Joseph 
who was the son of Jacob was the 
husband of Mary. For if we do not 
correct this latter record, we obtain 
no genealogy of the Virgin — have 
two clashing genealogies of Joseph, 
and leave the mathematico-genea- 
logical check-statements of St. Mat- 
thew (verse 17) at perpetual in- 
ternal variance! 


But some will ask by what author- 
ity does an uninspired writer at this 
late date dare to change the text of 
Matthew? To which we reply, the 
internal evidence of the Gospels 
themselves points out the error and 
authorizes the correction. Moreover, 
the truth is never uninspired, and 
by its fruits not only may we always 
detect error, but conversely we may 
know a good tree by its own! This 
particular genealogical tree must be 
allowed to bear natural fruit in 
order to establish its genus! Finally, 
have ye not heard that even David, 
when he was an hungered, ate the 
shew bread of the Lord, which it was 





*By us. 
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not lawful for any but the Priests 
to eat, and that he gave of it unto 
them that were with him? 


Now if we have trespassed in ac- 
cepting Mr. Page’s most natural and, 
to us, necessary explanation, we have 
trespassed, but in a case of hunger. 
Our genealogical hunger is satisfied, 
and if any who are with us hunger, 
let them eat also, for the shew bread 
is inspired whether we were so or 
not! And the very eating of it has 
inspired us. 

These things being so, and our 
own decision having been made in 
the cause of truth, and for the full 
and complete integrity, consistency 
and harmony of the Scriptures, let 
us see how the Introduction to the 
Gospel of St. Matthew reads after 
this fully authorized correction has 
been made: | 


MESSIAH’S GENEALOGY 
According to the Female Line as indicated 
by Matthew 1: 1-17 


(1) “The Book of the Generation of 
Jesus the Messiah, the Son of 


David, the Son of Abraham, ... 1 
I 
(2) 1 Abraham begat Isaac; ........ 2 
2 and Isaac begat Jacob; .............. 3 
3 and Jacob begat Judas and his 
IED ‘cisshenitsineememenen 4 





(3) 4and Judas begat Phares and 


Zara of Thamar; ............ 5 
5 and Phares begat Ezrom; .......... 6 
6 and Ezrom begat Aram; ............ 7 
(4) 7and Aram begat Aminadab; ... 8 
8 and Aminadab begat Naasson; 9 
9 and Naasson begat Salmon; ...... 10 

(5) 10 and Salmon begat Booz of Re- 
BRITE... ssteceerniinaisaiicemaietattemnenanienh 1] 
11 and Booz begat Obed of Ruth; 12 
12 and Obed begat Jesse; ................ 13 

(6) 13and Jesse begat David, the 
BIND sntencsenanicnemiassnineenennicen 14 

14and David begat Solomon of 
the wife of Urias; ............ l 








II 
(7) landSolomon begat Roboam; . 2 
2 and Roboam begat Abia; .......... 8 
3 and Abia begat Asa; 4 
(8) 4and Asa begat Josaphat; .......... 5 
5 and Josaphat begat Joram; ...... 6 
6 and Joram begat Ozias; ............ 7 
(9) 7and Ozias begat Jotham,; .......... 8 
8 and Jotham begat Achaz; ........ 9 
9 and Achaz begat Ezekias; .......... 10 
(10) 10 and Ezekias begat Manasses; .... 11 
11 and Manasses begat Amon; ...... 12 
12 and Amon begat Josias; ............ 13 
(11) 13 and Josias begat Jechonias and 
his brethren, about the 
time of the Babylonian 
removal noe 
(12) and after the Babylonian re- 
moval 


14 Jechonias begat Salathiel;.. 1 


Ill 
1 and Salathiel begat Zorobabel; 2 
2 and Zorobabel begat Abiud; ... 3 
3 and Abiud begat Eliakim; ........ 4 


(13) 


4 and Eliakim begat Azor; .......... 5 
(14) 5andAzor begat Sadoc; .............. 6 
6 and Sadoc begat Achim; ............ 7 
7 and Achim begat Eliud; ............ 8 
(15) 8and Eliud begat Eleazar; .......... 9 
9 and Eleazar begat Matthan; ... 10 
10 and Matthan begat Jacob; ........ 11 
(16) ll and Jacob begat Joseph; .......... 12 
12 and Joseph was the father of 
SEEN ssteeniatieneenanpiinsnineslitiaiebinieais 1$ 
13 Of whom (Mary) was be- 
gotten Jesus who ............ 14 


14 is called Christ (which be- 
ing interpreted is “The 
Anointed One’). 
(17) So all the generations from Abraham 
to David are fourteen generations; and 
from David unto the Babylonian removal 
are fourteen generations; and from the 
Babylonian removal unto Christ are four- 
teen generations.” 


The manifest beauty of this read- 
ing should be sufficient to secure its 
immediate acceptance by all who de- 
sire a reasonable foundation for 
their faith, and we offer it only to 





(Continued from page 87) 


abolished. Nevertheless, the reason- 
ing, the logic and the evidence sub- 
stantiating the above deductions 
confirm the accuracy of the Scrip- 
tures, resolving every aspect of the 
predicament that has troubled the 
thoughtful for many decades. 


It is important to follow the truth 
wherever that truth may lead, even 
though it compels us to completely 
re-appraise our former position 
when new evidence makes untenable 
the retention of doctrines which 
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have been established upon insuffi- 
cient evidence or upon erroneous 
premises. The throne of our Lord 
is not established over Judah but 
over the House of Israel. The prom- 
ise through Jeremiah has been faith- 
fully fulfilled, for David has never 
lacked a man to sit upon the throne 
of the House of Israel. It is that 
throne, established over the House 
of Israel, that God is to give unto 
His Son, Jesus Christ, when He re- 
turns to take over the rulership of 
His Kingdom and reign over the 
House of Jacob forever. 


such. There are perhaps a dozen or 
so cases in the Scriptures where mis- 


translations, interpolations, and 
omissions have been made during 
their transmission through unin- 
spired hands; some of them have 
been corrected by the revisers. The 
true office of the highest criticism is 
to search out, and purge out all of 
them. 


Finally. The careful student will 
note that St. Matthew is particularly 
concerned to emphasize this sonship 
of the Saviour on the Female line. 
Whenever the matter comes up, even 
incidentally in his Gospel, the refer- 
ence is to “his mother’ as such, and 
never as to Joseph, other than as her 
husband after she had been “found 
with child of the Holy Spirit” 
(Matt. 1: 18). Indeed, his manifest 
object is to show that Joseph was 
not at all his father (Matt. 1: 19-25), 
nor does he lay any stress upon his 
constructive and legal guardianship 
as such. The visit of the Magi was to 
“the young child with Mary his 
mother’ (Matt. 2:11). The subse- 
quent warning to Joseph was to 
“take the young child and his 
mother and flee into Egypt” (Matt. 
2: 13). So “he took the young child 
and his mother (Matt. 2: 14). The 
recall is in the same terms (Matt. 
2: 20) and so is the record that it 
was obeyed (Matt. 2: 21). Surely all 
this is additional and strong pre- 
sumptive evidence that Matthew's 
genealogy is that of the female line, 
and was intended to show that Mary 
herself was the descendant of David 
and the favored daughter of Judah. 
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Credendum 


mind as a fundamental tenet that it identifies 

the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic and kindred peoples as 
the House of Israel in the world today. The key to 
understanding the national aspect of the Bible lies in 
the acceptance of this basic truth. The ten-tribed King- 
dom of Israel, or House of Israel, is distinct and sep- 
arate from Jewry. In the Scriptures the terms “‘Israel,”’ 
‘‘Judah’’ and ‘‘Jew’’ are not synonymous and the 
course of history is widely divergent for the peoples 
properly classified under each of these titles. 

The House of Israel is today an innumerable multi- 
tude apart from Jewry, a fact which the Jewish Chron- 
icle for May 2, 1879 recognized by its reference to the 
ten tribes as represented by peoples who are not Jews. 
There it is stated: ‘“The Scriptures speak of a future 
restoration of Israel, which is clearly to include both 
Judah and Ephraim [another term designating the 
House of Israel]. The problem, then, is reduced to its 
simplest form. The ten tribes are certainly in existence. 
All that has to be done is to discover which people 
represent them.”’ 

The information published in Destiny provides 
the evidence showing that Israel left Palestine while 
the Jews remained. The movements of the Israel clans 
are traced out of the East, across Europe to their new 
settlement in the Isles of Britain, and then on to 
America. The prophets foretold Israel's westward 
trek and the monuments and traditions record the 
Divinely-guided wanderings of this people who left 
*‘waymarks’’ behind them as they journeyed toward 
their ultimate destination. Today the Anglo-Saxon- 
Celtic peoples alone bear all the marks by which the 
House of Israel was to be known in the latter days 
and they have unconsciously fulfilled in their history, 
and do fulfill in their present-day activities, what the 
Word of God declares would be accomplished by them 
in these latter times. 

It is natural that, in the presentation of facts at 
first thought so startling, the immediate effect of pro- 
claiming these new (yet not new) truths will bring 
opposition from some quarters where past beliefs are 
upset. But the evidence of racial movements through- 
out history, and the marks set forth by which the 
Israel of God was to be known in modern days, are so 
unmistakably clear that the failure to seriously con- 
sider the evidence will jeopardize the future welfare 
of the Anglo-Saxon race. For if the people of this race 
are the lineal descendants of the northern ten-tribed 
Kingdom of Israel — and they are — there has been 
placed upon them today a responsibility they cannot 
escape. The failure to awaken to the knowledge of 
their identity and assume their responsibility as the 
people with whom God made His unalterable cove- 
nants, and upon whom He laid His law, will bring 
upon them inevitable national suffering and trouble. 

Were the opponents of the identity right in their 


\ You READ Destiny it will be helpful to bear in 


assumptions, there would, of course, be no such re- 
sponsibility; but here again it is essential that the facts 
be made known. This Destiny is doing. The people 
themselves constitute the court of appeal and must 
render a decision as to whether the facts presented are 
correct or the objections raised are valid. It is also 
important to carefully consider that God Himself will 
pass final judgment in accordance with the verdict 
rendered by the people, bringing weal or woe upon 
the nations of Israel in days to come as the inevitable 
consequence of the course chosen and pursued. 

Let those who are opposed to proclaiming the 
identity ponder well the fact that they, too, have a 
tremendous personal responsibility. When it is uni- 
versally recognized that the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peo- 
ples are modern Israel, opponents of this truth who 
have succeeded in leading many astray, and hindered 
to that extent the national awakening and return to 
God in wholehearted acknowledgment of His sover- 
eignty and obedience to His laws, will discover that 
He will not hold them guiltless. 

God is not a man that He should lie and He gave 
His promise that Israel (He did not say Judah) would 
never cease to be a nation before Him. He gave the 
continuity of the heavenly signs as a guarantee of this 
(Jer. 31: 35-36). The Jewish Chronicle says, ‘Find this 
people’’ and Destiny points to the Anglo-Saxon- 
Celtic peoples in whose history the prophecies of the 
Scriptures pertaining to the House of Israel are all 
being fulfilled today. 

Sometimes the objection is raised that, because we 
stress the Gospel of the Kingdom, we have failed to 
recognize the part personal salvation plays in the re- 
demptive plans of God. While Destiny Magazine does 
give specific attention to the Kingdom evangel, this is 
by no means an indication that the Gospel of Salva- 
tion is relegated to a lesser position. 

Of paramount importance to every individual is the 
necessity to become reconciled with God through His 
Son Jesus Christ. This is requisite to citizenship in the 
Kingdom of God and Destiny presents the vital spir- 
itual needs of every individual who strives to become 
an overcomer and attain the victor’s crown. That 
phase of the Gospel message is as essential to the indi- 
vidual as the Gospel of the Kingdom is to the nation, 
which proclaims the identity and responsibility of the 
nations of Israel today and the necessity for the resto- 
ration of the administration of the Law of the Lord 
as the law of the land. 

Destiny Magazine brings to its readers the findings 
of Bible research, published by those who have seri- 
ously studied God’s Word and see His overruling Hand 
in world history. We are not introducing a new re- 
ligion; we are not a sect; rather, we are Christians who 
stand for the whole truth as taught by the Scriptures 
and for the application of that truth to the spiritual, 
cultural, economic and political life of man. 
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